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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
Tuesday, 21 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 21 August 2018
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (12:04) — We acknowledge the
traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which we
are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture,
their elders past, present and future, and elders from
other communities who may be here today.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Electorate office staff
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:04) — My
question is to the Minister for Veterans. Minister, did
you sign any time sheets for your casual staffer Ben
McMullin in the same way the Ombudsman identified
you did for Jake Finnigan?
The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled in this house
previously that matters of parliamentary administration,
including the employment of electorate officers, are not
government business, but clearly matters raised in an
Ombudsman’s report are, so I ask the minister to
answer that question insofar as it relates to the
Ombudsman’s report.
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) (12:05) — These
sorts of questions have been asked in the past, and
obviously I have answered them in previous answers. I
refer the Leader of the Opposition to the report that has
been handed down by the Ombudsman.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, this is a very specific question
about whether the minister signed certain time sheets. It
is not relevant to claim falsely that these matters have
been dealt with previously or simply to refer to the
Ombudsman’s report. I ask you to bring him back to
answering the question that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, we will
give him one in four — one in four years he can have
that one. I reckon we are still having a better day than
you are. But anyway, Speaker —

2799

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! On the point of order.
Ms Allan — Speaker, on the point of order, in your
direction to the minister in response to the Leader of the
Opposition’s question you clearly directed the minister
to answer the question insofar as it related to the
Ombudsman’s report. You explicitly also indicated that
matters to do with the employment of electorate staff
are outside the responsibility of ministers, therefore the
minister, as I heard him saying, referred to the answers
he had given in the past in relation to the Ombudsman’s
report. Therefore he is being entirely relevant to the
question that was asked and as you have directed him to
answer it, and I would suggest the point of order is out
of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has only
been answering his question for a few seconds. I ask the
minister to continue answering the question.
Mr EREN — As I have indicated, I have answered
these questions before in this place and, as you rightly
point out, the only part of the question that relates to my
portfolio — indeed the Parliament, indeed the
government — is the Ombudsman’s report, and so on
that basis —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, on relevance,
Speaker, the minister has answered questions around
the hiring of Jake Finnigan in this chamber before. The
question is around the replacement to this staffer, which
has not been asked of the minister before. The question
was very specific, and I ask you to bring him back to
answering that.
The SPEAKER — I understand the point of order;
however, I have instructed the minister to answer the
question in relation to the Ombudsman’s report.
Mr EREN — According to your ruling, Speaker, I
am answering the question in relation to the
Ombudsman’s report. I have answered these types of
questions before, and I still remain consistent with the
previous questions that have been asked. I remain
consistent in my answer, as I have previously answered
these questions before.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Warrandyte is
warned.
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Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:09) —
Minister, why did you fail to report to the Ombudsman
your hiring of Ben McMullin and the signing of casual
time sheets for him in the same way you did for Jake
Finnigan? Why did you conceal this evidence when
you knew it was relevant to the Ombudsman’s inquiry?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, the member for Kew and the member
for South-West Coast are warned. I renew the advice
that I provided to the house on this matter.
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) (12:10) —
Again, I reinstate my previous answer to these types of
questions. I have nothing further to add.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Eildon is
warned.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, clearly
this is a very serious matter that goes to the probity of
the minister concerned. It was a question specifically
about the Ombudsman’s report and his cooperation
with that investigation. He has comprehensively failed
to answer it, and I do ask you to require him to provide
a written answer to the question.
The SPEAKER — Referring to the supplementary
question?
Mr Clark — The supplementary.
The SPEAKER — I will take that matter on notice
and report back to the house.

Ministers statements: nurse and
midwife-to-patient ratios
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:10) — The contrast
today is very clear. While the circus travels through
Canberra our government is giving to hardworking
nurses and midwives the respect and the legislative
protection that they are entitled to. Back in 2014 we
committed that we would write into law, once and for
all — and forever — nurse and midwife-to-patient
ratios. We did that. We also committed to engage in a
partnership with our nurses, not to give them the bird,
as those opposite did, but to respect and value their
work and to deliver improvements to ratios — that is,
more nurses providing better care. It is valuing our
nurses and midwives.
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I think there might be some nurses and midwives with
us today, and I would say to them that every member
on this side of the house thanks you for your work and
honours you for your professionalism. We will always
provide you with the funding you need, the certainty
you are entitled to and the respect that you have earned.
Nurse-to-patient ratios are critically important to safer
care and to treating more patients and providing them
with better care into the future. That is why our
government has not only put these matters beyond doubt
but, beyond that, moved to improve ratios, rounding up
where we used to round down and providing ratios in
new areas of care. Whether it be in maternity, oncology
or emergency, in every part of our health system we
back our nurses and midwives. We thank them for the
work that they do, and it is with considerable pride that
we will put this bill to the Parliament later on this day.
We would expect that those who cut and close might
even give a thought to supporting enhanced nurse and
midwife-to-patient ratios.
The SPEAKER (12:12) — Order! Before calling
the member for Hawthorn, I would like to welcome to
the chamber a former of member for Ballarat West,
Paul Jenkins.

Ministerial conduct
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (12:13) — My question
is to the Attorney-General. The State Coroner, Sara
Hinchey, has stood aside from her duties while she is
the subject of a complaint that is under official
investigation. Attorney-General, your conduct in the
Labor rorts scandal has been exposed by the
Ombudsman and is now the subject of a Victoria Police
fraud and extortion squad investigation. The State
Coroner has done the right thing and stood aside.
Why won’t you?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
has already been warned.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (12:13) — I
thank the member for Hawthorn for his question and
congratulate him on remaining in the chamber long
enough to ask it this time. What an entirely
unpredictable question. There is no comparison
whatsoever between the circumstances. Moreover, the
member for Hawthorn would be aware that the coroner
has in fact returned to the County Court in a full-time
capacity. Moreover, he would be aware that there is a
serious matter being dealt with by the Judicial
Commission of Victoria that requires all of us to
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suspend judgement. For him to seek to politicise that
important investigation, which is being undertaken by
the judicial commission, is an absolute disgrace.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Hawthorn I would just warn members that
the level of shouting is excessive. I will remove
members without warning if they continue to shout
across the chamber.
Supplementary question
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (12:15) — In standing
down, the State Coroner recognised her responsibility
to do so and stated:
For the good of the court, my intention is to hand my duties as
State Coroner to the deputy state coroner, Iain West, while the
commission considers this complaint.

Attorney-General, the State Coroner has put the
integrity of our justice system ahead of self-interest. As
the state’s first law officer, whose actions are now part
of a police investigation by the Victoria Police fraud
and extortion squad, why are you putting your own
self-interest ahead of the integrity of our justice system?
Why won’t you stand aside?
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (12:15) — The
member for Hawthorn has effectively just re-asked the
same question with some new words. It is not a
supplementary question at all. He provides to the house
his supposed knowledge of the details of the police
investigation. He does not know who the police are
investigating, or what, and if he claims to know, I
would be interested to know how he thinks he knows
such a thing. My answer to the substantive question is
the same as my answer to the supplementary question,
which is that the situations are in no way comparable.
The coroner has returned to the County Court in a
full-time capacity, and the member should not be
seeking to politicise the investigation that is being
carried out by the Judicial Commission of Victoria.

Ministers statements: nurse and
midwife-to-patient ratios
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (12:16) — I
rise to update the house on government initiatives to
improve quality and safety in our public hospital
system. I am also delighted to confirm that it is the
government’s intention to introduce new legislation that
will continue to improve nurse and midwife-patient
ratios in our public hospital system. I too would also
like to join with the Premier in welcoming and
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acknowledging the very hardworking and wonderful
nurses and midwives, some of whom are joining us in
the gallery today. I note the opposition, with their backs
turned to our nurses. This is something that we have
come to expect from the opposition.
We made a commitment to our nurses and midwives
before the last election that we would seek to improve
nurse-to-patient ratios. We made a commitment that we
would continue to invest in our health system, and that
is exactly what we have done. Today we will address
unfinished business by introducing new legislation that
will generate an extra 600 nursing and midwifery jobs
across our public health system. That is fantastic for our
nurses and midwives, but most importantly it is
fantastic for our patients, who will get the care and
attention that they deserve.
This stands in very stark contrast to the experience that
our nurses and midwives had under the previous
government, who of course not only gave the bird to
our nurses and midwives but sought to take
nurse-to-patient ratios out of enterprise bargaining
agreements —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
resume her seat.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Hawthorn has
been warned.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now departing from making a ministers
statement and is proceeding to debate issues. I ask you
to bring her back to compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — The minister had strayed from
making her statement. I ask the minister to come back.
Ms HENNESSY — But it is a matter of fact that the
previous health minister sought to take nurse-to-patient
ratios out of enterprise bargaining agreements — bad
for nurses and midwives, bad for patients. Our
government says this is not something that nurses
should have to negotiate at the industrial table about.
This is a matter of right for our nurses and midwives; it
is a matter of right for our patients. We will continue to
invest to support them, in stark contrast to those who
cut, corporatise and privatise.

Youth violence
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:19) — My
question is to the Premier. On 8 August two groups
comprising up to 100 youths rioted in Taylors Hill. The
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Victoria Police riot squad was deployed, and frightened
locals were told to flee to their homes and lock their
doors, while the police had rocks thrown at them and a
police car suffered significant damage. At the time no
arrests were made for behaviour that your Minister for
Police described as appalling. It is nearly two weeks
since this riot took place, Premier. How many of these
perpetrators have now been arrested?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:19) — As I would
have thought the Leader of the Opposition would know,
arrests are made by Victoria Police, and I think that
most Victorians would be supportive of those
arrangements. If it is appropriate for Victoria Police to
provide the Leader of the Opposition with a briefing on
those operational matters, I am more than happy to
arrange or request such a briefing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
resume his seat. I have warned members about shouting
across the chamber.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, question
time is a forum in which the government of the day is
accountable to this house and to the community for the
conduct of government and government
instrumentalities. It is a long-established practice that the
Minister for Police or the Premier is to account to this
house for the conduct of Victoria Police, as indeed was
the case when the member for Williamstown was the
Minister for Police. So I ask you to bring the Premier
back to answering this specific question, on which I
presume the Minister for Police and the government will
have been briefed as to the number of arrests that have
occurred in this matter. It is an entirely appropriate
question. I ask you to ask the Premier to answer it.
The SPEAKER — I understand the point of order
that the member for Box Hill has raised, but the
Premier has been entirely responsive to the question
that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (12:21) — The member for
Hastings will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Mr Morris interjected.
The SPEAKER — I apologise. The member for
Mornington will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour — the very honest member for Mornington.

Tuesday, 21 August 2018

Honourable member for Mornington withdrew
from chamber.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:21) —
Despite them endangering lives, throwing rocks at
police and terrorising locals, isn’t it a fact that because
of your government’s soft-on-crime changes to bail
laws and youth justice in 2015 it is now harder than
ever before for Victoria Police to arrest violent juvenile
thugs like many of those 16 and 17-year-old rioters,
despite alleged crimes, and harder than ever to keep
them behind bars?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:21) — The answer
to the Leader of the Opposition’s question is no.

Ministers statements: solar homes program
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (12:22) — I am
absolutely delighted to update the house on the
Andrews government’s solar homes package. From
Sunday families will benefit from a 50 per cent rebate
on the cost of a 4-kilowatt solar package system. This
will save families $2225. Further, from 1 July next year
we will add an interest-free loan to that package.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (12:22) — Order! The member for
Kew will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Kew withdrew from
chamber.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Labor is putting the power
back in the hands of Victorian families with the new
solar homes package. We will see solar panels installed
on 650 000 homes right across the state, saving families
$890 on average every single year. Over the next
10 years the boldest program on record here in Victoria
will be available to Victorian families, unlike under
those opposite.
Jeff Kennett and those people opposite made it clear
when they sold our assets: they said that prices were
going to go down. Nothing could be further from the
truth. The fact is prices keep going up while the profits
of the big energy companies keep going up. Is it any
wonder that those opposite are opposed to this program
because it puts the power back in the hands of families?
Our scheme will ensure that there is a power station on
every roof in Victoria. What we will ensure of course
over the next 10 years is that this program will produce
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high-quality products. The program will be run with the
highest of safety standards in place and when it is
complete 1 million Victorian homes will be powered by
the sun. While others talk about the problem of rising
energy prices, only this government will actually do
something about it and put the power back in the hands
of Victorian families.

Solar homes program
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (12:24) — My question
is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. Can the minister inform the house regarding
the announcement of the Victorian solar panel rebate
and what it means for my constituents in the Melton
electorate and if there are any threats to this rebate?
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the assets that ordinary Victorians had paid for when
they were built in the first place. Our government will
support the good people of Melton.
Our government will support the good people no matter
where they live right across Victoria, because when it
comes to lowering power bills, when it comes to
putting power back into their hands and freeing our
families to be able to do other things with their families
in terms of the savings they will get from our program,
only a Labor government will do something about it.
We will deliver, as we have done with every other
project, every other promise that we have made to
Victorians. We deliver and we do it well and we will
continue to do that.
Supplementary question

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn has been warned.

Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (12:27) — What other
programs are there to reduce the cost-of-living
pressures for my constituents?

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (12:24) — I thank
the member for Melton for his question. The program
that we announced, the boldest program in Victoria’s
history, will save significant dollars on ordinary
families’ bills, including of course many families in the
Melton electorate. On top of that, 5500 jobs will be
created through this 10-year program. These are jobs —
jobs that are good-quality jobs, high-quality jobs that
rely on a program being delivered by this government
and this government only. The good people of Melton
can be assured that when it comes to cheaper energy,
when it comes to the jobs that get created through our
program, only a Labor government will deliver this.
The benefits are there to be put back in the hands of
Victorian families, including the families who live in
Melton, because we know and they know from this
program that the average family will be saving $890 off
their energy bills. We are shifting the power back into
the hands —

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (12:27) — I thank
the member for Melton for the supplementary question.
We have got a whole wealth of programs and initiatives
to support working families, families who we know are
doing it tough with rising energy bills. In just this last
budget $48 million was kindly made available by the
good Treasurer as an incentive for Victorian families
and small businesses to be able to access the Victorian
Energy Compare website. We know that saves money.
When people go to that website that our government
has supported, they can save significant amounts of
money — more than $300 in the first year alone. Seven
out of 10 consumers, people living in Melton, can
actually save significant dollars through our program.
There has been an additional amount of money put into
utility relief grants — $21.7 million. We will continue
to look after the interests of working families, including
those in Melton.

Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, I
wonder if the minister could inform us as to whether it
applies to solar panels on caravans in Ocean Grove.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals will resume his seat.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — While others might want to
make a joke about this, our government is absolutely
serious about putting the interests of Victorian families
ahead of the big energy companies who reaped billions
of dollars of profit because those opposite chose to sell

Ministers statements: solar homes program
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (12:28) — I rise to update the house on
how the Andrews Labor government’s solar homes
program will create thousands of new jobs and
apprenticeships right across Victoria. My family, like
many thousands at the time during the 1990s, felt the
full impact of the Kennett government’s privatisation.
My dad, as an electrician and electrical inspector, had
his favourite job at the then State Electricity
Commission of Victoria — three kids at school, he was
the breadwinner but he lost that job. He then went on to
work at Powercor and lost that job as well.
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Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is required to tell the truth in this place. In
1992 it was a Labor government who started the
privatisation of electricity. They were the ones that
started the privatisation with Loy Yang B. They cannot
come in here and lie to the Parliament. They cannot
continue to lie to the people of Victoria and pretend that
it was the Liberals that started —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood will resume his seat. There is no point
of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (12:29) — Order! I ask the member
for Geelong to leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour. I need to be able to hear members making
contributions, including points of order.
Honourable member for Geelong withdrew from
chamber.
Mr CARROLL — The so-called ‘party of family
values’ loves nothing more than seeing good working
people losing their jobs. You ought to be ashamed of
yourselves.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Euroa!
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating issues rather than making a
ministers statement. I ask you to bring him back to
compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I uphold the point of order. I ask
the minister to come back to making a statement.
Mr CARROLL — The solar homes program will
actually shift the power back to the people, as the
minister said. It will create jobs, it will cut power bills
and it will also cut carbon emissions. They love to talk
about cuts — you would think they would be
supporting the program. The new jobs will be created in
our solar industry, installing, servicing and repairing
solar right across Victoria. But it is also very good for
regional Victoria — constructing, repairing and
working on those large solar plants.
Let us talk about Beon Energy solar farm in Mildura —
300 jobs with work under construction right now:
labourers, trainees, electricians, electrical apprentices,
with 35 disadvantaged Victorians working on that
plant, thanks to the Andrews Labor government’s Jobs
Victoria program, another program that would be cut
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tomorrow should they ever get the power. The solar
homes program is a no-brainer for jobs and a no-brainer
for a future growth industry.
Those opposite are for cuts, closures and big
corporations. Any professor around Australia right now
knows that solar is what we need. If a professor has got
any free time, they should go and see Beon Energy in
Mildura. You will not be disappointed. It is about
putting renewable energy on the map.

Crime rates
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:32) — My
question is to the Premier. It was reported that up to
200 people were involved in the St Kilda riot of
14 December 2017. The lawlessness included assaults,
robberies and multiple fights on the streets that injured
bystanders and damaged property. At the time Victoria
Police was quoted as saying that these thugs had
committed crimes, that they had been involved in a
number of assaults on the foreshore of St Kilda and that
their behaviour was totally and utterly unacceptable.
Despite the passage of eight months since that riot, only
two alleged offenders have been identified to be
charged. Premier, what message are your soft-on-crime
policies sending to would-be offenders when they can
get away with these types of crimes under your
government scot-free?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:32) — I reject the
premise of the Leader of the Opposition’s question and
his little rant flourish at the end there. What I also reject
is the notion of cutting resources to Victoria Police.
That is why the government I lead has never done that.
We have never cut resources to Victoria Police, nor
would we ever do that. Cuts and closures — that is all
they are good at across here. It is all they are good at
over there.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I know the Premier is touchy on the subject
of arrests. I know he is touchy on arrests. But I wonder
if you might bring him back to the question and
answering: what message does his soft-on-crime
approach to law and order have for juvenile thugs who
are running riot in our streets and getting off scot-free?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier has concluded his answer.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:33) — In
the last four years, Premier, you have weakened juvenile
bail laws to remove the offence of bail breaching, you
have weakened youth justice laws to make it harder for
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police to arrest violent thugs and you have weakened
sentencing by making it easier for the most hardened
young criminals to get youth control orders to allow
them to remain free in the community. All three this
government has weakened. Premier, isn’t it true that
Victorians are less safe now than ever before because
you have created a revolving door justice system?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (12:34) — Order! The member for
Macedon, the member for Footscray and the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety will leave the chamber for
the period of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Macedon and Footscray
and Minister for Roads and Road Safety withdrew
from chamber.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:34) — I barely know
where to begin, really. I think the theme would be
‘wrong’. Every single element in that pathetic question
is wrong, and I tell you what else is wrong: cutting
Victoria Police budgets. That is wrong, and that is why
we will never do it. That is why we will never do it.
That is why the academy is full, and it will stay full
under a Labor government.
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three of the 11 schools that will open in 2020, and the
tenders for the remaining eight schools are currently out
to market, with builders being appointed before the end
of this year.
We are delivering all these new schools because our
population is booming. We have ensured that there is a
pipeline of new schools being rolled out right into the
future, with a further 29 new schools in various stages
of delivery. Victorians cannot afford a return to the dark
days of mass teacher sackings, mass school closures
and the subsequent selling off of school land, yet there
are some —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is actually required to tell the truth in this
place. He is required to tell the truth. In 1999 when the
Labor Party left government there were
1631 schools —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Burwood to resume his seat.
Mr Watt interjected.
The SPEAKER (12:37) — The member for
Burwood will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Lim interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order in the house! The Leader
of the House will assist in the running of the house.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, if the
Premier wants to talk about cuts to police, maybe he
could talk about the fact that the Burwood police station
has been cut since July 2015. In Monash you talk about
closed police stations, and in fact at Ashburton —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood! That is not a point of order. The Premier has
concluded his answer.

Ministers statements: new schools
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (12:36) —
I rise to update the house on the rollout of new schools
across our growing suburbs. We are opening nine new
schools in 2019, and I am pleased to inform the house
that all nine principals for schools opening next year
have now been appointed and that all 2019 enrolment
boundaries have now been finalised. Parents wishing to
enrol their kids in these fantastic brand-new schools or
view the boundaries can visit the Victorian School
Building Authority’s website for further details. We are
getting on with the job of delivering the new schools
that Victoria needs. Construction has already started on

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Clarinda can join the member for Burwood for 1 hour
outside the chamber.
Mr Watt interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood!
Honourable members for Burwood and Clarinda
withdrew from chamber.
Mr MERLINO — Clearly there are some that
admired that approach of mass teacher sackings and
school closures, and I quote:
Jeff Kennett is someone who I’ve always admired because he
gets to the point.

Who said that? The Leader of the Opposition. He is
busy —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, while I
am sure we on this side of the house would be very
happy to discuss the sorts of issues that the Deputy
Premier is raising, he is in fact departing from making a
ministers statement, and I ask you to bring him back to
compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I uphold the point of order. The
Deputy Premier did depart from making a statement.
Mr MERLINO — I am a bit too busy to conduct
interviews on Victor Perton’s blog, but apparently not
the Leader of the Opposition. On this side of the house
we do not admire Jeff Kennett, who sold our schools
and sold —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier’s
time has expired.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (12:39) — Order! The member for
Malvern will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour
for shouting across the chamber. I ask members to stop
shouting.
Honourable member for Malvern withdrew from
chamber.
Mr Wakeling — On a point of order, Speaker, I
draw to your attention question 14 630, which is yet to
be answered by the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change, and I ask you to have that matter
addressed.
The SPEAKER — I will follow that matter
through.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (12:40) —
(14 804) My constituency question is for the Minister
for Education. In May of this year I raised, on behalf of
a constituent, a question requesting an answer from the
minister as to why he had chosen in four years of
government to not provide funding to Fairhills High
School, which is a very important school in the Ferntree
Gully electorate. I asked the question on behalf of a
very concerned constituent as to why the school had not
received funding. The minister, in his response that was
provided on 22 June, provided no explanation as to why
he decided to not provide any funding to that school in
four years or what decision he made as the minister to
not provide funding for the school. My constituency
question again is to request that the minister explain to
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my constituent why he has chosen to not provide
funding to Fairhills High School in Ferntree Gully.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (12:41) — (14 805) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Early
Childhood Education, and I ask: how will the proposed
cuts to kinder by the whomever-led federal Liberal
government impact families in the Yuroke electorate?
The Yuroke electorate is home to a significant number
of young families, and access to kinder is an absolutely
critical part of ensuring their children get the best
possible start in life. Certainly many of these families
find it quite astonishing that the federal Liberals refuse
to guarantee funding certainty for kinder. There is
simply no excuse for this sort of attack on early
childhood education, and I thank the minister for her
efforts to defend kinder.

Ovens Valley electorate
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (12:42) — (14 806)
My question is to the Minister for Agriculture in the
other place. Ian Phillipson is a dairy farmer in
Invergordon. Like many dairy farmers, he is doing it
tough under the seasonal conditions. Ian has been
subject to bullying and harassment from Agriculture
Victoria in Shepparton and claims that Sue Vaughan
has orchestrated 10 raids in 11 months on his property.
Mr Phillipson demands that this action stop. I ask the
Minister for Agriculture: under what authority is this
happening and what offences has he committed to be
treated in this manner?

Williamstown electorate
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (12:42) — (14 807)
My question today is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and it relates to the removal of the level
crossing on Kororoit Creek Road in Williamstown
North. As the minister would be well aware from her
recent visit, works are very much underway to construct
a new dual rail bridge and duplicate a section of track
along the Altona loop over Kororoit Creek Road.
Importantly the removal of this crossing will improve
safety and improve reliability for Altona and Werribee
commuters. Given the wonderful progress on this
crossing, I would be grateful if the minister could
confirm the anticipated date for the completion of
the works.

Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (12:43) — (14 808) My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
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Minister, a letter dated 31 July 2018 from your office
states that:
I am advised that Windermere Boulevard is managed by the
Cardinia Shire Council. As such, it is the council’s
responsibility to determine the most appropriate pedestrian
treatments for this road.

Then a recent article appeared in the Pakenham
Berwick Gazette and has a quote from the Labor
mayor, Collin Ross, stating that he was ‘handballing the
onus right back to the state government and VicRoads’.
He said:
Unfortunately we need to get the authority from other parties
before we can make it happen. It’s a really frustrating process,
but we can’t build it on a whim.

Minister, I ask for any information you can provide to
my local community about the process to get a level
crossing for them in Cardinia Lakes and who is actually
the authority that can authorise this, because currently
we have a Labor mayor and a Labor government that
are both refusing to consult with my local community.

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (12:44) — (14 809) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. I seek the latest information on
the progress of the rollout of replacement heating to
public housing tenants in my electorate, particularly
those across the 3081 postcode comprising Heidelberg
West, Heidelberg Heights and Bellfield. I know
caseworkers have been supporting tenants, as has my
office, and I am pleased with much of the work so far.
Of course it is not getting any warmer, so I think it is
important to understand what the latest information
with regard to that rollout of replacement heating is for
the safety of all tenants. I certainly commend that
program and the broader work that we are doing across
West Heidelberg with the public housing replacement
and renewal program, which is providing great
opportunities for housing for tenants in my electorate.

Prahran electorate
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (12:45) — (14 810) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, and it concerns the ongoing
pigeon infestation problems at the Horace Petty public
housing estate in Prahran and in particular in this
instance at the TRY South Yarra Preschool. The pigeon
issue has always been a problem but has gotten
significantly worse and is causing considerable distress
to children and their carers. Staff are reporting that the
pigeons are harassing kids, jumping on their lunch
boxes, trying to eat the food that the children are
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holding in their hands and pecking at their legs. Having
lunch or morning tea outdoors is now sadly an
incredibly stressful time for these kids.
I have regularly raised the issue of pigeon infestation
across public housing estates in the Prahran electorate,
and whilst in response there has been some funding
provided for some cleaning and some pigeon spikes, I
now ask: what will the government do to fix the
problem of pigeon infestation at the TRY South Yarra
Preschool? Enough is enough; this problem needs to
be solved.

Buninyong electorate
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (12:46) — (14 811)
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events, and I ask the minister how
our anti-scalping legislation is protecting regional
events and regional fans from scalpers. I ask this
particularly in relation to the Meredith Music Festival.
From humble beginnings 28 years ago this event at the
Nolan farm near Meredith in my electorate is an icon
on the festival landscape, attracting more than
12 000 music lovers annually that enjoy independent
live music. This year’s festival will be held from 7 to
9 December. The ballot for this year’s event recently
closed, but further tickets will go on sale tomorrow.
Fans will therefore be interested to know how the
anti-scalping legislation will benefit them.

Brighton electorate
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (12:46) — (14 812) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and my question is: when will she fix the
problems on the route 64 tram, which runs from
Brighton East to Melbourne University, and provide a
decent service for the residents of Brighton East? That
tramline has the highest rate of cancellations on it. On
the figures available for the last year 800 services were
cancelled, which is a cancellation rate of 1.3 per cent
compared with 0.8 per cent over the network as a
whole. We in Brighton East have the worst tram service
in Melbourne, and it needs to be fixed. I call on the
minister again to advise me and this house: when will
she fix the problems on this line?

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (12:47) — (14 813) My
question is for the Minister for Police, and I ask: what is
the latest information on an application from the
Tullamarine Tennis Club to the Andrews Labor
government’s Community Safety Fund? This is a great
local tennis club with terrific members all wanting to
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play the game and enjoy the club. Currently they are
seeking funding for security lighting in the front car
park, and I ask the minister for the latest information on
this application.
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SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO
PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT
RATIOS) AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice
The SPEAKER (12:48) — I have two rulings in
relation to the last sitting week. On 9 August the
manager of opposition business took points of order
about the responsiveness of the Attorney-General’s
answers to his substantive and supplementary
questions. Having reviewed the transcript, I find that
the answers were responsive.
The manager of opposition business also raised a point
of order about the Minister for Police’s answer to his
supplementary question to her. I rule that that answer
was also responsive.

SALE OF LAND AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (12:48) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to make various
amendments to the Sale of Land Act 1962 in relation to
off-the-plan contracts, terms contracts, rent-to-buy
arrangements and options to purchase land under land banking
schemes, to amend the Anzac Day Act 1958 to impose
restrictions on public auctions, and to amend the Estate Agents
Act 1980 in respect of payments that may be made from the
Victorian Property Fund and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (12:49) — I ask the minister
to provide a brief explanation further to the long title.
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (12:49) — The Sale of
Land Amendment Bill 2018 implements key outcomes
of a public review of Victoria’s sale of land and
businesses legislation undertaken as part of the
government’s broader consumer property law review.
The bill’s primary objective is to address substantive
and ongoing consumer detriment in the Victorian
property market and to address other issues of
community concern.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (12:50) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient
Ratios) Act 2015 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

ESSENTIAL SERVICES COMMISSION
(GOVERNANCE, PROCEDURAL AND
ADMINISTRATIVE IMPROVEMENTS)
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (12:50) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Essential Services Commission Act 2001 and the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998, to make
consequential amendments to certain other acts and for
other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (12:51) — I ask the minister
to provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (12:51) — The
bill makes amendments to the Essential Services
Commission Act and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act in order to make technical
amendments to improve the operation of the Essential
Services Commission.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Section 85 statement
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) gave notice of intention to
make a statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or
varying that section by the Gambling Regulation
(Amendment) Wagering and Betting Bill 2018.
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PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:
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lack of integration with tram and bus transport modes
and wider shopping precinct on Bell Street, particularly
for those with mobility constraints;
unsafe pedestrian environment;

Rosanna Golf Links Primary School
no attention given to cycling infrastructure;
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the families of Rosanna Golf Links Primary
School, residents of the wider north-eastern suburbs, their
friends and families, draws to the attention of the house the
immediate need of a basketball/netball stadium at Rosanna
Golf Links Primary School (RGLPS). At the time of the
federal government’s ‘Building the Education Revolution’ in
2010, RGLPS was only just short of the required number of
students for a basketball stadium and instead received a
small hall. Since this time, student numbers have sharply
risen to over 500, with a school ceiling being enforced by the
Department of Education regional office in 2016. With over
100 students forced to sit outside on concrete due to lack of
space, assemblies are cancelled in the event of inclement
weather. The physical education program is limited inside
the hall due to potential hazards arising from the glass walls,
electronics required for the school deaf facility and exposed
ceiling fans. A stadium at our school would provide a
suitable space for assemblies, performances, a quality
physical education space and another venue for Banyule
Hawks Basketball Club who will struggle to continue growth
beyond current levels due to a lack of practice courts and
game-day facilities.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria allocate funds immediately to provide a
single-court basketball/netball stadium with a staff office, one
storeroom for PE equipment, one storeroom for concert band
equipment and toilets for after-hours use by sporting clubs at
Rosanna Golf Links Primary School.

By Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (561 signatures).

Melville Road, Pascoe Vale South, tram
terminus

removal of trees;
removal of nature strips;
loss of heritage significance;
major financial impacts for owners of properties in
the area;
failure of Public Transport Victoria to engage in
community consultation that is genuine, fair and
adequate.
The petition requests that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria calls an immediate halt to the progression of this
project which has not been pursued fairly and is expected to
bring major negative impacts to the community.

By Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (670 signatures).

Rosanna Road safety
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
the attention of the Legislative Council to the ongoing safety
and amenity issues on Rosanna Road, Rosanna/Heidelberg.
The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria resolves, as a matter of urgency, that sufficient
government funding and resources be applied to implement
the following changes along Rosanna Road:
1)

restrict freight traffic to one designated lane each
way;

2)

restrict freight traffic to vehicles that fit (including
mirrors) within the designated lanes (allowing
clearance within outer lanes for cyclists);

3)

redesign intersections at Banyule Road, Station
Road, St James Road and Darebin Street to
improve safety of road users (including motorists,
pedestrians and cyclists), including providing
turning lanes of best practice road width and
setback between pedestrian crossings and vehicle
stopping points;

4)

provide dedicated pedestrian/cycle links over or
under Rosanna Road to allow safe dedicated
passage of pedestrians and cyclists to services and
amenities on either side of Rosanna Road;

5)

introduce landscape/traffic treatments and traffic
restrictions (such as, reduced speed limits up to
50km/h, overnight truck curfew, freight traffic bans
on Jika Street) to promote safer driver behaviour
and enforce these through the delivery and use of
road safety cameras and remote surveillance
systems;

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
Petition of residents, business owners and community
members associated with the Melville Road and Bell Street
Pascoe Vale South precinct draws to the attention of the house:
Under the stated guise of accessibility, major changes to the
tram terminus on Melville Road are being pushed through by
Public Transport Victoria without genuine, fair and adequate
community consultation. The proposed changes are expected
to hinder access for our community and put our local
businesses under threat.
This community is concerned about:
major impacts on property access;
major impacts on traffic flow and traffic congestion on
Melville Road, Bell Street and surrounding streets;
major changes to parking;
loss of local business and local jobs;
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6)

relocate at-risk power poles to address existing
catastrophic risks to residents and road users;

7)

investigate, plan and provide an alternative over
dimensional route between the M80 (Western Ring
Road) and M3 (Eastern Freeway) designed to carry
oversized freight;

8)

establish a community consultative committee to
address ongoing safety and amenity issues; and

9)

implement a permanent truck ban upon delivery of
the north-east link freeway.

Tuesday, 21 August 2018

Open Courts and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2018
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2018
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018
Transport Legislation Amendment (Better Roads
Victoria and Other Amendments) Bill 2018
together with appendices.

By Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (104 signatures).

Tabled.

Tabled.

Ordered to be published.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ivanhoe be considered next day on
motion of Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Prahran be considered next day on
motion of Mr HIBBINS (Prahran).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Melbourne be considered next day on
motion of Ms SANDELL (Melbourne).

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT VICTORIA
Metropolitan mobile radio contract
extension project
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency Services),
by leave, presented project summary.
Tabled.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 12
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) presented Alert Digest
No. 12 of 2018 on:

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978:
Order under s 17B granting a licence over Glendhu
Historic Area
Order under s 17D granting a lease over Point Leo
Foreshore Reserve
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Report of Independent
Review Panel Gaming Machines Licensing Process:
regulatory review — Ordered to be published
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984:
Notice under s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Waste
Management Policy (E-waste) (Gazette G32,
9 August 2018)
Notice under s 32(4)(a)(iii) in relation to Code of
Practice for the Operation of Breeding and Rearing
Businesses 2014 (Gazette G31, 2 August 2018)
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee’s Report on the Inquiry into fuel prices in
regional Victoria
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following planning schemes:
Baw Baw — C116

Building Amendment (Registration of Building
Trades and Other Matters) Bill 2018

Bayside — C155

Corrections Amendment (Parole) Act 2018

Glen Eira — C157

Disability Service Safeguards Bill 2018

Greater Bendigo — C236, GC91

Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and
Betting) Bill 2018

Greater Shepparton — C202, GC91

Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment Bill 2018

Melbourne — C284, C326, C334

Boroondara — C271

Latrobe — C103

Melton — C181
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Mitchell — GC91, GC106
Monash — C86
Moonee Valley — GC91
Wangaratta — C75
Wellington — C101, GC91
Whittlesea — GC106
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 108, 109, 111
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Report of the Victorian
Inspectorate under s 30Q.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

ROYAL ASSENT
Messages read advising royal assent to:
14 August
Justice Legislation Amendment (Family Violence
Protection and Other Matters) Bill 2018
Owners Corporations Amendment (Short-stay
Accommodation) Bill 2016
Victorian Industry Participation Policy (Local Jobs
First) Amendment Bill 2018
21 August
Emergency Management Legislation Amendment
Bill 2018
Racing Amendment (Integrity and Disciplinary
Structures) Bill 2018.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and
Betting) Bill 2018
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment Bill 2018
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018
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Transport Legislation Amendment (Better Roads
Victoria and Other Amendments) Bill 2018.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(12:57) — 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,
23 August 2018:
Building Amendment (Registration of Building Trades
and Other Matters) Bill 2018
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and
Betting) Bill 2018
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Amendment
Bill 2018
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018.

In moving this motion, as always, I hope and wish and
look forward to the unanimous support of the chamber
for the motion — not looking at anyone around the
chamber. I am always hopeful that it will be
unanimously supported, and the reason why I call for it
to be unanimously supported is there are four bills on
the program that demonstrate the determination of the
Andrews Labor government to continue to govern,
whether it is policy implementation outside of this
chamber, getting on and delivering infrastructure
projects or putting into the Parliament important
legislation that continues reform in key areas.
Some of the policy areas that we are debating this week
in this legislation contain a number of complex policy
matters around the registration of building trades, a key
issue in terms of how we ensure quality in our
construction industry. There are issues around
supporting owner-drivers, which I know the Minister
for Industrial Relations has been working very, very
hard on. There has been a power of work by the
Treasurer and the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation on the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting)
Bill 2018, another very complicated policy area. Also
again the minister for consumer affairs has been
working very, very hard on reforming the residential
tenancies area, making it fairer for renters in the
residential tenancies market. So there is a lot for us to
talk about this week. Those four bills are important
bills. They cover complex policy matters and
demonstrate our determination to continue to get on and
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work very hard for Victorians on the things that matter
to them.

a determination that should be capable of being taken
for granted.

Why am I coming off this long run-up? It is because
the other item that is not on the government business
program but will take some time over the course of
today — indeed I anticipate it will probably take most
of today — is the no-confidence motion that is being
moved by the Leader of the Opposition. I do not know
what happened to the Leader of the Opposition
Thursday week ago. Maybe it was something he had in
his Weeties or something was in the milk that he
poured on his Weeties for breakfast, because he woke
up and thought, ‘Hey, I’m going to move a
no-confidence motion today’.

However, as the Leader of the House has referred to,
one of the key issues for consideration this week is the
motion of lack of confidence in the Premier and
ministers of the state of Victoria, of which notice has
been given by the Leader of the Opposition. And
despite the disparaging remarks of the Leader of the
House, this is not a motion that an opposition moves
lightly. It is a motion that is being moved for good
cause. Without anticipating the debate on the motion,
there is ample ground on which to demonstrate that this
house should lack confidence in the Andrews
government. Indeed what is missing from the business
program for this week, as has been missing week after
week after week, is ample demonstration of why this
house should lack confidence in the government,
because the motion of no confidence is about lack of
integrity. That lack of integrity is demonstrated by the
refusal of the government to deal with the very serious
allegations of rorting and misconduct that have been
levied against its members, that have been levied
against the former Speaker and Deputy Speaker in this
house and that have been levied against a range of
members in the Ombudsman’s report.

It really does smack of desperate stuff from the Leader
of the Opposition to move this no-confidence motion.
It is clear that he is pretty desperate for an audience to
talk to; obviously moving a motion like this in the
Parliament gives you a guaranteed audience at least
amongst your own side of the chamber, but it really is
nothing more than a desperate stunt by a desperate
leader looking for relevance.
In contrast, the Andrews Labor government is going to
continue to get on and deliver in those important areas. I
have touched on it in the policy matters that are before
the Parliament this week for our consideration and
debate. There is other activity that goes on outside of the
Parliament, as I have indicated, delivering in services
and delivering in infrastructure. So we will continue to
push on on these important matters whilst the Leader of
the Opposition engages in his desperate stunt seeking
relevance, seeking an audience who will listen. I am
guessing it is compulsory for those opposite to be in the
chamber this afternoon to listen to the Leader of the
Opposition so he has got someone to talk to.
With those comments and observations I commend the
business program to the house. It is a big one. It is
another big week for the Parliament debating and
considering, and hopefully passing, important policy
reforms that are about making a difference and
delivering for all Victorians.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (13:01) — I think despite
the bravado in the Leader of the House’s remarks she
has revealed her inner insecurity and the government’s
inner insecurity with her reference to the government’s
determination to continue to govern. One would have
thought that if a government were in control of its
destiny, were comfortable with itself and were just
getting on with the business of delivering good
government to Victoria, one would not have to reaffirm

If this were an instance where one or two members of
the governing party had done the wrong thing, then the
governing party should have demonstrated its integrity
by having those allegations of wrongdoing dealt with
properly. When it moves beyond individuals to a
government systemically and repeatedly covering up
and condoning that malfeasance, then it goes to the
question of the integrity of the government as a whole
and the capacity of this house and indeed of the people
of Victoria to have confidence in it. As so often is the
case, the initial wrongdoing was then compounded and
made even worse by the attempted cover-ups that have
been involved. We have seen that in the condoning of
the behaviour of the former Speaker and Deputy
Speaker by members of the government, by members
of the Labor Party opposite, and we have seen it again
in the covering up and attempts to stymie the
allegations of the red shirts rorting, the refusal to
cooperate with the Ombudsman’s inquiry and the
phoney assertion of exclusive cognisance, which is an
attempt to prevent scrutiny of members of this house.
These are all matters that should be dealt with in this
house this week, as they should have been dealt with in
this house week after week previously.
For all the bravado and bluster with which the
government might come to the house this week, these
are the pressing issues that should be dealt with. The
government should be clearing the rotten stench that
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surrounds it because integrity in government is
fundamental to delivering good government in any
jurisdiction. If this government cannot have the
confidence of the people and cannot be free of
corruption, then it is hard for this state to maintain the
freedom, the wellbeing and the security that has
endured through hundreds of years of effort under
Westminster jurisdictions to rid ourselves of the stench
of corruption. If this government will not deal with that
stench, this house and this community cannot continue
to have confidence in it. And for that reason we oppose
the government business program.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (13:06) — Is that it,
Bobby? That’s it? What a woeful, woeful, desultory
effort. The member for Box Hill has been here for
30 years this year, and I would hazard a guess that I
reckon that this is probably the first no-confidence
motion he has spoken on — that would be my guess —
in 30 years. I could be wrong, but these are rare events.
This is his moment to shine. Put your back into it. Show
some passion. You are trying to bring the government
down by this stunt. Just get behind it. Show us some
passion. I do not think the member for Box Hill has got
any passion for this, because I do not think the Leader
of the Opposition consulted with him at all.
The member for Box Hill is a chief parliamentary
tactician for the Liberal Party in this place. Those of us
who sit through question time time and time again
recognise that, if the state parliamentary Liberal Party
was Animal Farm, the member for Box Hill would be
none other than Boxer. He is the one, the workhorse,
that is constantly out there trying to do his bit. He is not
Snowball; he is certainly no Napoleon. He is Boxer.
Yet here is today — this great moment to shine — and I
reckon this bloke is going to sleep through the debate
this afternoon. I reckon it is nap time for the member
for Box Hill. I mean, if you are going to do this, show
some passion. Get into it. Say, ‘Yes, it’s great to be
here. I’m going to try to bring down the government
today with this stunt’.
He is not interested because he knows damn well this is
a stunt. This is not about the jobs of ordinary
Victorians. This is about one job — the job of the
Leader of the Opposition — because we know that
counting is underway within the Liberal party room.
We know that the member for Malvern when he got
kicked out of question time was on the phone to start
the process. We know that the member for Malvern is
sitting on around 23 votes in the Liberal party room and
that the Leader of the Opposition is on about 18 votes,
and there are six undecided.
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Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, I know
there is an audition going on here, but it is a fairly
narrow debate, and I would ask you to call the member
for Essendon back to the substance of the motion.
The SPEAKER — We are debating the
government business program. I note that speakers on
both sides of the table have talked about the motion that
is on the notice paper, so I am prepared to allow some
discussion of that item as long as it is in the context of it
being on the notice paper and taking up some time this
week. But members should maybe come back to
talking about the business program as well.
Mr PEARSON — In response to the member for
Ringwood’s point of order, I would say in relation to
this government business program: it is Gucci, bro.
This government business program is totally lit. I think
it is an outstanding government business program. But
the only reason we are here today to discuss this motion
is for one reason and one reason only: it is about
ensuring the Leader of the Opposition keeps his job.
Those opposite are not interested in the jobs of ordinary
Victorians. They are not interested in trying to provide
safety and security for Victorians or to provide a
progressive Victoria with a strong social fabric. It all
comes down to numbers, and it all comes down to
votes. What I would ask the member for Ringwood is:
have you moved your column? Are you now in the
member for Malvern’s column or the Leader of the
Opposition’s column? Are you one of the 18?
The SPEAKER — The member for Essendon will
come back to the motion.
Mr PEARSON — Thank you, Speaker, for your
guidance. The reality is that according to this motion
that is before us today we could be debating really
important bills. We could be getting on with the job of
delivering good, progressive government to the state of
Victoria. Instead this is just a stunt to try to distract this
government. We will not be distracted by stunts from
those opposite. We are here to do what we were sent to
do: provide good, stable, competent administration.
You do have to wonder where those opposite are at the
moment. Are they caucusing? Are they trying to work
out where the numbers are? Are we going to have
another version of Canberra back here in Spring Street?
That is the question you have to ask yourself, but we
will not be distracted. We are absolutely committed and
focused. We are passionate. We love the Labor Party,
we love the labour movement and we love occupying
the Treasury bench because we know what this means.
We did not waste four years. We were not asleep. You
slept through four years in government. You will sleep
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through this no-confidence motion. It is just a fraud. It
is a con. It is a waste of time and the member for Box
Hill in his heart of hearts knows it, because he would
have gotten up and spoken with vim and vigour and
zest. It was absent. It was missing. He is not interested.
His back is not into it. He does not care.
The reality is that we are focused, we are committed
and we are here to do what we were sent to do. We are
not going to be distracted by these stunts. The big
question for those opposite is: does the Leader of the
Opposition still have your support, or have you joined
the member for Malvern and are you one of the 23? I
commend the motion of the Leader of the House.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (13:11) — I rise to oppose
the government business program. I listened to the
Leader of the House in relation to her hoping that there
would be approval and a unanimous decision to support
the government business program, but what I notice is
that, time and time again and month after month, the
Leader of the House refuses to accept the desire of this
house to actually deal with the rorting that has occurred.
There can be no greater priority at this point in time
than actually dealing with integrity issues and dealing
with not taking Victorians for a ride, not taking
advantage of Victorians and not taking them for
granted. At the end of the day we represent the
Victorian people, and the Victorian people expect
integrity issues to be dealt with by this house.
The government business program, time and again, has
failed to deal with integrity and rorting. The manager of
opposition business highlighted the litany of rorts.
There has not been just a single one here and there, but
systemic rorting has been undertaken by the
government. They have done everything, including
providing a protection racket to prevent our
Parliament — this house — from dealing with those
issues of integrity.
I go back a few years and look at when this government
were in opposition and at the furore that they created in
the house about integrity issues relating to one person,
and yet we have got a multiplicity of integrity issues —
of rorting issues — facing this government that hold
others to standards different to the ones they hold
themselves to. A few years ago they had to be dealt
with in this house, but under this government, ‘No, we
won’t deal with integrity issues. We won’t deal with
rorting issues. We’ll just continue to pretend this is
good government when we know it’s not. We’ll just
pretend that we’re getting on with the job of putting
legislation through’.
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The very heart of this house and of this Parliament —
this government business program — needs to deal
with the failure of integrity, the failure of ministers to
stand aside, the red shirts rorting program and the
second residence allowance rorting. There is just a
complete litany of rorting and integrity issues. It is
absolutely a priority that this house deals with those
issues and makes sure that decency can be restored to
this house.
I am not sure how the member for Essendon can stand
up there. It was an embarrassing contribution that he
made, and it really showed, I think, why the
government is in the situation it is in. There is complete
denial of the facts and complete denial of standing for
integrity and standing for making sure that we do the
best for Victorians. All we are hearing from them is,
‘We don’t want to deal with it, and by the way, you’re
wrong because you do want to deal with it’. Sorry, but
we oppose the business program. In the same vein as
the Leader of the House, I hope in the two sittings
remaining that dealing with the rorting that has been
undertaken consistently by those opposite — the
mistruths to get into government, the cheating to get
into government and the cheating while they have been
in government — becomes one of the orders of the day
on the government business program. It would be my
hope that the Leader of the House puts that as a priority,
as opposed to bagging everybody else and failing to
deal with the integrity issues that continue to dominate
and dog this government as it goes forward.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (13:16) — Thank you
very much, Speaker, for your protection for the member
for Ringwood. They are not only slow to their feet on
the other side; they were very slow when they were in
government too.
There are four bills that are listed for debate this week.
Of those bills I particularly want to draw people’s
attention to the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2018. I noticed the
Transport Workers Union in Canberra today
highlighting a Monash University study showing truck
driving in Australia is the deadliest and most unhealthy
job. Up there in Canberra, while the Liberals are
talking about themselves, we have got unions and
their representatives — the workers in industries such
as our transport and trucking businesses — standing up
for workers and making sure that their voice is heard in
the community. Can I say also that when we bring
these matters to bear in the Parliament this week
through the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2018 we will be talking about matters
that are important to them.
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I want to commend the Leader of the House and
Minister for Public Transport on the work that she did
over the past week in helping to resolve matters on
behalf of transport companies and also in partnership
with the Transport Workers Union, CDC Victoria and
Transdev of course. We had those members come out
at 4.40 a.m. to Oakleigh last Thursday to get back
behind the wheel and provide a service to Victorians.
That is the sort of workforce we have in this state. That
is the sort of workforce that is supported by this
government, and we are the sort of government that
wants to get on and work every day for Victorians. Of
course we will make sure when we debate those matters
that we will also draw some parallels in history to some
of the terrible contracts signed in relation to Transdev
by the previous government, which extended a
seven-year contract and gave extensions beyond that to
one of the worst operators of public transport services
in Victoria.
There is a fantastic service in SmartBus. It runs on one
of the most popular bus routes in metropolitan
Melbourne and was introduced by the Bracks and
Brumby governments. It is one of the most popular
services across my electorate. I tell you what, I would
not be eating off the floor of too many Transdev buses,
but I certainly would be happy to have a three-course
meal on the floor of one of my Dyson buses or one of
my Mee’s buses. That goes to the heart of the contracts
signed by those opposite when they were in
government — disgraceful contracts with that
multinational company that did not live up to the
standards that have been set by many others in relation
to public transport in this state. We will be holding
those opposite to account for those matters.
Can I say also that while the Liberals in Canberra
continue to talk about themselves, the Liberals in
Victoria want to talk about the Labor government. Of
course we are focused on talking about what matters to
people living every day here in Victoria and working
hard to make a contribution to our state, whether that is
the continued rebuilding and investment in our health
services and our schools, or whether it is investing in
our teaching and nursing workforce, and some of the
bills that have been introduced today reflect that very
clearly in relation to nurse-to-patient ratios.
I find it laughable that those opposite want to talk about
integrity when it was their very own minister
responsible for IBAC, a former member for Kew, who
had to resign from the ministry and the integrity
portfolio that he held — such was the disaster of those
opposite when they were in government. I remind those
opposite that they are the only government in recent
memory to lose two votes on the floor of this house. I
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was here; I remember that, so when they want to talk
about matters of confidence, those opposite need to take
responsibility for the fact that when they were on the
Treasury bench they were unable to exert their will over
this house on two occasions because of the poor
discipline of their own members.
Can I say also, just in finalising, there are 94 days until
the election. The people of Victoria will have the
opportunity to determine whether they want to affirm
again, for a second time, the portfolios, the policies and
the platform of the Labor Party, just as they did four
years ago, or whether they want to make a different
decision. I would say that I will leave it to the people of
Victoria to make the decision on whether they have
confidence in the way in which the Labor Party has
governed these past four years.
We will not leave it up to those opposite, who were
abject failures when they had the opportunity to govern
this state. Those opposite were dismissed from office
by the people of Victoria. They are the people that
never get it wrong, the people of Victoria. They will
have their say in 94 days. I put my trust, as does our
government, in the people of Victoria to have their say
about who they have confidence in to run this state.
When we were out there just this week, we announced
solar panels on roofs to save some $900 a year for
650 000 homes in Victoria and a $1000 rebate for solar
hot water for another 60 000 eligible Victorians. I know
who is putting Victorians first, and it is the Andrews
Labor government.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (13:21) — I rise to speak on
the government business program. The Nationals in
coalition are opposing the program. We are opposing
the program, as we have consistently since the rorts and
the actions of the former Speaker and the former
Deputy Speaker became widely known. We continue to
oppose these events on the grounds raised by the
manager of opposition business.
It is the government’s failure to address the rorts and
the red shirts affair that runs to the base of this. Right
across country Victoria people are shaking their heads
in amazement at some of the actions that have been
seen during this Parliament. Good governance does
demand action, and this government has not acted with
integrity and has lacked integrity. Thus we have a
no-confidence motion before us to debate today. There
are strong grounds for a lack of confidence, which the
chamber will no doubt hear, but the issues do revolve
around things that are systemic to this government —
things that should not become systemic to any
government — and the house’s failure to deal with
them and, when all else fails, to discipline itself.
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To the government business program this week, we
have four bills on the program — firstly the Building
Amendment (Registration of Building Trades and
Other Matters) Bill 2018. This bill has many parts, but I
think the ones that people are showing some interest in
are in relation to certain wall-cladding products
following some pretty terrible media that we have seen
around that. There is further proposed regulation
around swimming pool and spas, amendments to the
Local Government Act 1989 for councils to enter into
agreements to rectify cladding on buildings and
amendments for councils to charge a levy for
rectification to assist in those buildings being safer. The
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Amendment
Bill 2018 is also before the house, as is the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting)
Bill 2018.
Then of course there is the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2018. There has certainly been quite a
lot of activity in my office from various stakeholders,
particularly the Real Estate Institute of Victoria. The
bill makes some changes around notices to vacate and
notices of intention to vacate. The bill proposes some
changes to the modification of premises, bonds and the
payment of rent. It also deals with pets and requires that
premises meet certain minimum standards. There is
also a component about compensation payable upon the
closure of a caravan park. That is a bill which will be
debated on Thursday and which has raised some
considerable interest across my electorate and, I am
sure, across others.
Again, The Nationals opposing this program is really
about the house’s failure to do what the house should
do about the matters we have seen relating to integrity
and rorting. While that remains so, The Nationals will
continue in coalition to oppose the government
business program.
House divided on motion:
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Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

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

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

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Whitehorse Showtime
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (13:31) — Last Friday I
was delighted to attend the opening night of the annual
Whitehorse Showtime production, this year entitled The
Sky’s the Limit. As always it was a fantastic
performance by the scouts and guides of the Mount
Dandenong region, with a record number participating.
Well done to all the cast and crew involved, in
particular producer Kieran Van Geyzel and director
Cate-Linne Conway, as well as all the volunteers whose
hard work makes the show possible.

Regis Inala Village

Ayes, 44
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

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

Mr ANGUS — I was very pleased to visit Regis
Inala retirement village recently to meet with and
present to residents about the Parliament and to speak
about my role and various local issues. The Inala
community is home to more than 600 residents and is a
very well-known local establishment. My thanks to
Edzard Batenburg and his colleagues from Inala for
organising this event and the residents for attending.

St James Primary School, Vermont
Mr ANGUS — Last week I had the great pleasure
of attending St James Primary School in Vermont and
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speaking to the year 6 students about Parliament and
my role as a local member. The students were very
attentive during our time together and asked many
excellent questions. I thank the students and year 6 staff
for having me along and wish all the students and staff
well for the rest of the year.

Whitehorse Netball Association
Mr ANGUS — I was pleased to attend the recent
Whitehorse Netball Association annual tournament in
Vermont South and particularly to present the trophies.
It was impressive seeing many hundreds of young
players, parents, team volunteers and umpires enjoying
the sport they love. I congratulate all the association
staff led by general manager Matthew Firth, committee
members led by chairman Mark Lane and other
volunteers on organising and running this very
successful event.

Eastern Football League
Mr ANGUS — As the Eastern Football League
(EFL) home-and-away season comes to an end with my
three EFL teams — East Burwood, Forest Hill and
Vermont — all involved in finals action, I wish them all
well for the finals series. I particularly pay tribute to the
numerous volunteers who work tirelessly week in and
week out, year in and year out to keep their clubs going.
The committee members in particular, who give up so
much of their time keeping their clubs running, are to
be heartily congratulated.

1st Tally Ho scouts
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the pleasure of
attending the 1st Tally Ho scout group’s annual
presentation night. The group is experiencing
growth —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member’s time
has expired.

Jodi Dack
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (13:32) — I rise today to
honour the life of my friend and former colleague Jodi
Dack. I first encountered Jodi when she was an adviser
to Minister Candy Broad. Before then I knew her by
reputation: strong, whip smart, witty and fearless. These
wonderful traits were truly evident from the moment I
met her. They consumed her and they were contagious.
Jodi lived her professional and personal life by these
qualities. I saw this firsthand as Minister for Roads and
Ports when she was an advisor in my office. She was
dedicated to making a difference to Victorians. She gave
frank and fearless advice with a smile. She was a lesson
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to us all, particularly in politics, that you do not have to
be hard and nasty to make your way in this world. She
never blew out another’s candle to light her own.
Jodi was also a dedicated mother and wife. I remember
her joy as she announced her pregnancy in 2008. For all
her professional achievements, her daughter Una Rose
was her proudest life accomplishment. Despite battling
cancer for more than six years, Jodi remained strong,
intelligent, witty and fearless. She travelled the world in
between treatments to ensure her family and friends
remembered her tenacity and adventurousness. She was
selfless and brave until the end. But beyond all that, she
defined herself by the love, compassion and
commitment to others that she lived every day. My
thoughts are with Jodi’s husband, Brendan O’Connor,
her daughter, Una, and her family and friends.

Wildlife control
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (13:34) — Last
week in this chamber I highlighted the severe drought
conditions that are impacting farmers in East
Gippsland. I want to ask today for assistance in an area
where the government can provide immediate help. A
number of our farmers are growing crops and fodder
and various pastures for the spring season ahead. What
we are having is an inundation of wildlife into these
areas. I have spoken about the kangaroos previously in
this place. Over recent weeks a number of our native
duck population have absolutely decimated the growth
in some of our crops.
The applications to control wildlife that are being made
by these farmers, these primary producers, are taking
four to six weeks to process. Traditionally that has
taken two to four weeks, but there has been a blowout
in the time frames so that by the time these permits are
approved it is far, far too late. We are heading into
spring. This is a critical time for our farmers. Purely by
allocating more resources to get these permits
approved in a much quicker fashion will give our
farmers some hope.
We received a little bit of rain over the weekend and
there is more forecast for next week, which will
hopefully make a big difference, but it is of no use
unless our primary producers can control the wildlife
that is impacting on their attempts to grow pasture
and fodder. I urge the Minister for Agriculture to
please put some resources into this very important area
for our farmers.
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Jodi Dack

East Ringwood Junior Football Club

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(13:35) — I rise today to pay tribute to the remarkable
Jodi Dack, our friend who recently lost her tough battle
with cancer. Jodi was a generous and loyal friend, an
adventurer who loved to explore new places and loved
new experiences. She was a dedicated and beloved
member of the labour movement, as a union member, a
shop steward, an Australian Services Union staff
member and as a ministerial adviser, where she met,
befriended and earned the respect of many in this place.

Ms RYALL — Huge congratulations to the East
Ringwood Junior Football Club on their triple win over
the weekend with the under-11A, under-13A and
under-14A teams winning premierships.
Congratulations to all the players, coaches, team
managers, volunteers, parents and supporters who
pushed through the icy-cold conditions on the day.
Under 14A won 54-17 against Lysterfield; under 13A
won 60-13 against Blackburn; and under 11A won 8-2
against Blackburn. So it was a fantastic effort by a
fabulous junior football club, and I wish it all the best
for the young girls who are playing next week in their
premiership game.

At this point I would like to share a reflection from a
former upper house member and long-serving minister,
Candy Broad, who said:
I was so fortunate to have Jodi Dack as a member of my team
as an electorate officer and then a ministerial adviser. Jodi
believed that Labor governments existed to make life better
for working people, and they loved her for it.

Candy’s observation about people loving Jodi was an
experience shared by so many of us. Jodi’s generosity
extended to the community and charitable work she
continued to do, even throughout her long battle
with cancer.
Jodi was a deeply loving wife to Brendan and an
incredible mum. She gave everything she had the
power to give to her darling daughter, Una Rose.
Yorick and I were blessed to have known Jodi and to
have her as a friend. It is impossible to sum up in this
statement all that she meant to us. We loved her and we
shall miss her terribly. We will do all that we can to
continue to love and support Brendan and Una. Rest in
peace, beautiful Jodi.

Ian Barnes
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (13:37) —
Congratulations to Ian Barnes, one of our local unsung
heroes, who has dedicated 50 years of voluntary service
to the Ringwood Football Club. He began as a junior
player in 1968 before becoming a trainer and later a
committee member. Barney has become a lifetime
member of the senior football club, where he is still the
head trainer, and he has also received a lifetime
membership of the Ringwood Spiders All-Abilities
Sports Club. Ian has given so much to the club, without
ever asking for anything in return. There are few in our
community who have given as much as Barney has,
and his longstanding and amazing contribution to the
life of the club is admirable. Without volunteers such as
Ian, our community would never be what it is today.

Jodi Dack
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (13:38) —
Jodi Dack was an incredible woman who lived an
incredible life. That life was unfortunately cut short
when Jodi passed away as a consequence of the cancer
that she lived with for such a significant portion of her
recent life. But Jodi’s life was so much bigger than the
disease that she lived with.
I first met Jodi through mutual friends when she came
to work at the Australian Services Union and
subsequently through her involvement with the Labor
Party. Everyone — and I do mean everyone — who
met Jodi could not help but feel enveloped by her
warmth, her infectious personality, her prolific work
ethic, her decency, her cracking sense of humour and
the loyal friendship and selflessness that she gave so
freely to everyone. Jodi was a person with a lot of
friends, because she was inherently lovable.
In recent times Jodi would share her views and
aspirations with me about better systems, better health
care and better medical research for people living with
cancer. I was struck by her incredible generosity at
wanting to share her experiences to advocate for others.
Jodi was a beacon of compassion for others. I am
incredibly grateful for the friendship and exposure that I
got to have.
I have met many a proud parent in my time, but the
depth of love and pride that Jodi had for her daughter
was something to behold. All of my love to Una Rose
and Brendan as they grapple with their grief.

Energy policy
Mr WATT (Burwood) (13:40) — The Andrews
Labor government has lost all credibility over the last
week and again today, with ministers attempting to
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rewrite history. It was Labor that started the
privatisation of the electricity market by selling Loy
Yang B in 1992, it was Labor that privatised the port of
Melbourne and it is Labor that is attempting to privatise
the land titles office. The Premier told Victorians
energy prices would rise by a mere 4 per cent due to
Hazelwood’s closure, yet the Premier now claims
prices are up by 20 per cent and he continues to blame
everybody except himself for the runaway energy costs.
Due to Labor’s botched energy policies, Victorians are
now paying $300 more for electricity and up to $500
more for gas, and our state is now dependent on energy
imports from New South Wales, Queensland and
Tasmania just to keep the lights on. The Premier’s
$1.2 billion giveaway to property owners will do
nothing to relieve the cost of energy for renters,
particularly public housing tenants in my electorate, but
will actually have the reverse effect of making
electricity more expensive for those of us who are left
on the grid.

Roberts McCubbin Primary School
Mr WATT — I want to congratulate Roberts
McCubbin Primary School for the tour of Parliament
they had the other day and for the debate they
conducted on plastic bags. It is fantastic to see young
students engaging with the political process, and it was
really nice to pop in here and have a conversation with
the students about the processes of Parliament and what
we can do to make life better.

Jodi Dack
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (13:41) — I also
rise to pay tribute to a dear friend of mine who left us
way too soon at just 47 years of age, Jodi Dack. I first
met Jodi about 17 years ago, around the time that
Brendan, her husband, stood in the Burke preselection.
Her fierce loyalty to him and her organising capabilities
were on display then, as they have been many times
since. I then reconnected with Jodi when she was an
adviser in the office of the now Treasurer and I was the
parliamentary secretary. Then when she wanted to
return to work after the birth of her beloved Una Rose,
or ‘UROC’ as we called her, and wanted something
less taxing and more part-time than a ministerial office
gig, she came to work for me in the Yarraville
electorate office. Every week the Yarraville electorate
office became a creche because Jodi would not leave
Una Rose behind. One of the cupboards in the
electorate office became a toy cupboard, as Una Rose
played on the floor while Jodi worked.
At Jodi’s funeral there were eulogies from, as she
described them, the ‘Sunbury sheilas’, a mothers group,
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and from a former Prime Minister, and that is who Jodi
was. She was the same to everyone, no matter what
walk of life they came from. She was fun and she was
warm and she was tough. I spoke to her on the day she
was diagnosed, and it was a bad diagnosis from the
start, but her last six years were about leaving Brendan
and Una Rose with as many amazing memories as she
could. Judging by the speeches that both Brendan and
Una Rose gave at her funeral last Friday, she achieved
that end.

Western Victoria rail services
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (13:43) — The people who
live in western Victoria are sick of being forgotten by
the Andrews Labor government. Despite the Premier
saying over and over again that Labor is upgrading
every single passenger rail line in Victoria, public
transport connections in our part of the state continue to
deteriorate, with no attention at all given to returning
passenger rail services. All of our public transport
services delivered by coach have actually either been
cut back or resulted in longer travel times due to
timetable changes through the connection in Ballarat.
This is extremely disappointing for people in our local
community because we have an older demographic
who rely on public transport to get to hospitals, to get to
shopping, to get to appointments and to connect with
their family and friends. This is having a big impact on
our area.
I am very, very proud that The Nationals have
committed to undertaking a $4 million business case to
look at returning passenger rail services. We deserve a
better deal in western Victoria, but it is extremely
disappointing that Labor has forgotten that our part of
the state even exists.

Willaura hospital
Ms KEALY — Willaura hospital is a fantastic
hospital in the east Grampians area. I was very proud
that almost six months ago I announced that we would
invest $600 000 to redevelop this fantastic site,
supporting what the community have been fighting for
for a long time, as has the fantastic Willaura hospital
auxiliary. It has been really disappointing that Labor
have failed to match this commitment. They simply
will not put the money up —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member’s time
has expired.
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Jodi Dack
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
(13:44) — Last Friday, 17 August, we farewelled a
great friend of the labour movement, Jodi Dack, wife of
Brendan O’Connor and mother of Una Rose. My path
crossed many times with Jodi in the union movement
and the labour movement, but I actually got to know
Jodi much better at the gate of St Augustine’s Primary
School, where both of our children went to school. She
was a valued member of the community, and sadly we
lost her to breast cancer way too soon.
Jodi and I were guest speakers at a big morning tea to
raise funds for the Cancer Council at the primary
school. I got to speak in my capacity as carer for my
husband, and she got to speak as a survivor. Quite
frankly there was not a dry eye in the room. I remember
her being very pleased at the money that we were able
to raise that day, which went to the Cancer Council.
Jodie was extremely positive and strong and had a
beautiful energy. To her credit, she has left behind a
gorgeous daughter who will continue to remind us of
her spirit.
We thank you, Jodi, for sharing all your special recipes,
for everything that you gave to our community and for
being so kind to the sheilas of Keilor. We remember
you as a dear friend, a loving mother and a giving
person. To quote Connie Johnson:
Cheers to the girls and women who stare down life’s toughest
experiences and turn them into something that helps others.

And that was Jodi.

Alphington Primary School
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (13:46) — I rise to speak
about the planning for a new senior campus of
Alphington Primary School. This government has
allocated $4.5 million for a new campus to
accommodate the growing student population. This
project is in the early phase of site selection and design,
but already it has proven problematic. I held a
community forum last week to talk about the future of
Alphington, and the school campus was the locals’
main concern. Proposals so far have been for sites with
very little or no green space. Locals are concerned
because the process seems to be controlled by the
developer, who is determined to put the school campus
on top of high-rise apartments and a shopping centre.
This poses many health and safety concerns, and it is
completely inadequate when the government could
easily purchase a piece of land for the school campus.
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All primary school students need access to adequate
outdoor space for physical activity and mental
wellbeing. They also need a safe and appropriate
location for their school, one that is not on top of a
shopping centre and next to two major roads. The
government must go back to the drawing board, consult
with the school and local community and consider
alternate sites so we can ensure the new campus will
lead to the best education and development outcomes
for these children.

Jodi Dack
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (13:47) — Jodi Dack
not only had Labor values, she lived by them every
single day. I first met Jodi when she went to work for
Candy Broad when Candy Broad became a minister.
You knew when Jodi was in the room; the room just
brightened up with her. She was tall to my short, she
always had a smile, she was always prepared to have a
conversation and she was one of the hardest workers in
any ministerial office. We used to do ministerial drinks,
and Jodi took it upon herself to organise Candy’s office
to do their fair share. She brightened up our lives every
single day. She had a very kind heart. She was a
beautiful woman both inside and out. She loved life,
and everyone loved her. Her commitment to her family
was extraordinary — her love of Brendan, being there
to support him every step along the way, and of Una
Rose, her 10-year-old daughter, who will miss her mum
every single day of her life. She has been left with a life
full of memories that Jodi made sure Una Rose got
since she was diagnosed with cancer in 2012. Jodi, we
will miss you every single day ourselves, and to
Brendan, to Una, to Jodi’s parents and to the families
and friends who loved and knew Jodi: I wish you well
in the struggles ahead. Rest in peace, Jodi.

Glen Huntly Road, Elwood, pedestrian crossing
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (13:49) — Those in this
chamber who pay attention to what I say — and I do
not suspect there are many — would be aware that I
have been asking for some time for the government to
fund a pedestrian crossing upgrade on Glen Huntly
Road near Elwood Primary School. The community
have been calling for this for many, many years, both
the school community and the general community.
There have been 17 incidents along the Glen Huntly
Road strip, and some of these have unfortunately
resulted in injury. The Labor Party has not come to the
table with funding, and indeed I quote from a letter
from the Minister for Roads and Road Safety dated
25 May 2018:
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A pedestrian improvement proposal will be considered for
funding in a future program.

That is all I can get from the Labor Party, so I was very,
very pleased to see the other day a press release from
the shadow Minister for Education in fact announcing
that a Liberal-National government will fund this
pedestrian crossing. There has been a commitment of
$390 000 set aside to upgrade this pedestrian crossing. I
congratulate the shadow minister. I also congratulate
James Newbury, the Liberal candidate for Brighton,
who has been instrumental in securing this funding. I
think this is a very, very good example of where the
Liberal candidate has responded to his local
community.

Member for Williamstown
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (13:50) — I rise to
thank and acknowledge the many wonderful people
who have worked directly for me over the last 11 years
both in my electorate and in my ministerial offices.
Working in an electorate office can be a thankless task
at times, but the Williamstown electorate has been
served by many wonderful and dedicated people. These
include Cath McDonald, John Pearson, Chris Ransom,
Lindsay Wilson-Roberts, Oliver Tripodi, Owen Virtue,
Stacey Lynn, Sam Hayward, Hannah Brown, Claire
Rowe, Justin Moloney and Sam Lynch. Each of these
individuals has helped achieve many outstanding
improvements for local schools, roads, public transport,
our hospital, community facilities and local services.
I have also been privileged to serve as a minister across
multiple portfolios, including police, corrections,
industry, employment and resources. Again I was
supported by some of the most hardworking, dedicated
and loyal people I have ever met, including Fiona
Ward, Marlene Morrison, Ashley McInnes, Owen
Virtue, Ashlea Bright, Katherine Munt, Vanessa
Williams, Jessica Lindell, Andrew Nelson and Narelle
Wiggan, plus a host of departmental staff. I reserve my
final thanks to my wonderful friend and former
colleague Bob Stensholt, who served not only as my
chief of staff but also as an electorate officer during
Labor’s time in opposition post the 2010 loss. He is a
remarkable person and has been an outstanding servant
of our state and party. I thank every one of these special
people for their friendship and, most importantly, their
commitment to Labor’s values.

Rowville rail line
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (13:52) — This statement
confirms the Liberal-Nationals next step in pushing for
a rail line to Rowville. The Rowville rail land corridor
will be protected by a Matthew Guy-led
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Liberal-Nationals government under planning
provisions. At a packed Rowville rail forum held on
Friday, 10 August, organised by Mick Van de Vreede,
Darren Wallace and their team, Knox residents made it
very clear they need more action on Rowville rail. New
planning provisions will be the next step towards a rail
line all the way to Rowville. A planning overlay on
public land will prevent land in the rail corridor being
used for anything other than public transport.
This announcement continues on from work on the
$2 million Rowville rail feasibility study completed by
the previous Liberal-Nationals government, which
Labor have ignored despite persistent lobbying by me
and the member for Ferntree Gully. With an injection
of funding from the federal government of nearly half a
billion dollars to start the project from Caulfield to
Monash University, Clayton, now is the right time to
move forward and have a commitment to the next stage
of preserving land for Rowville rail. Labor is still
committed to a ridiculous plan for a tramline, hoping
that a drawn-out discussion about trams will distract
from its own lack of progress on Rowville rail. Labor
has not lifted a finger on Rowville rail during their time
in government, and now the project is more crucial than
ever. The Knox community is sick of waiting, and
Rowville locals who want a rail line have been very
vocal in their advocacy for one.

GROW program
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (13:53) — On Friday I
met Sam. Sam is working as a junior civil engineer on
the removal of the Buckley Street level crossing. Close
your eyes for a moment. What picture emerges when
you think of a civil engineer named Sam working on a
major engineering project? Are you seeing a tall, white
Anglo-Australian male? If you are, then you are wrong
on every measure. Samrawit is a young woman who
emigrated from Ethiopia and is working on this
exciting project.
For years African-Australians and support agencies
have been telling me that one of the biggest hurdles to
employment for communities from East Africa is a lack
of connections. At the same time employers are telling
these young graduates that they lack Australian
experience. With no job available for them when they
graduate, many do further studies, getting themselves
into further debt without a guarantee of a job. That is
why the government’s GROW program, which enables
migrants and people from a disadvantaged background
to obtain a career in the transport and construction
industries, is so important. I want to thank the Minister
for Public Transport and Mr Leane from the other place
for their efforts in ensuring that this is happening. It is
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precisely because of this program that Sam is now
working on the Buckley Street level crossing.
In the past I have spoken of my father-in-law, who as a
proud member of the CFMEU worked on the Burnley
Tunnel and Rod Laver Arena, projects which he was
incredibly proud of. I want to ensure that in the decades
to come migrants and refugees who have African
heritage can feel that same level of pride and
satisfaction. I want these communities to survey
Melbourne in decades to come and say that they had a
role in building this great city. I want to reach a stage
where you walk through the corridors of government or
a business or a department or agency and see
African-Australians in leadership positions. Programs
like GROW are a stepping stone to making this a reality.

Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (13:54) — I pay
tribute to chairperson Dorothy Booth and the members
and committee of the Friends of Mentone Station and
Gardens Inc., including Claire Houston, Penelope
McGuire-White, Tony Brooker, Margaret Mottram,
Sue Blackford, Marjory Kean and Mervin Johnston. I
acknowledge the great work undertaken by the friends
over the past three years in engaging with the Level
Crossing Removal Authority in relation to the grade
separation at Mentone and working to achieve the best
outcome for Mentone with the rail under road solution
and conservation of the heritage features of the
Mentone station gardens.

Mairi McIntosh
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute today to Mairi
McIntosh for her outstanding leadership as president of
the Beaumaris RSL Women’s Auxiliary and also in
recognition of her being presented with an RSL life
membership earlier this year.

Senator Fraser Anning
Mr THOMPSON — I condemn the use of the
phrase ‘final solution’ by Fraser Anning in his inaugural
speech in the Senate. In world history, the Holocaust —
in which the Nazis were responsible for the systematic
annihilation of 6 million Jews — stands as one of the
greatest acts of evil ever committed by humanity.

Constable Leonard Rymer
Mr THOMPSON — I recently attended the
dedication of the grave of Constable Leonard Cardell
Rymer, and I pay tribute to the Victoria Police
Memorials Committee, and in particular Chief
Inspector Ralph Stavely for the great work of the
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committee. The service was conducted at the
Cheltenham Memorial Park on Friday, 10 August 2018.

Sandringham electorate schools
Mr THOMPSON — I lament the lack of
reinvestment in Sandringham electorate primary
schools by the current government.

Casey Grammar School
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) (13:56) — Thanks to
the Andrews Labor government’s $1.33 million
investment, the students, staff and community of Casey
Grammar School in Cranbourne East can now enjoy the
gymnasium’s new foyer area, changing rooms and
multipurpose classroom, including an outdoor
learning area.

Apprenticeships and traineeships
Mr PERERA — High school students across the
state will soon be able to finish school with an
apprenticeship or traineeship thanks to the Andrews
Labor government. Locally in the electorate of
Cranbourne the new Head Start apprenticeships and
traineeships initiative will launch at five schools in the
area: Alkira Secondary College, Cranbourne East
Secondary College, Cranbourne Secondary College,
Lyndhurst Secondary College and Marnebek
School Cranbourne.

Cranbourne and Pakenham rail lines
Mr PERERA — From Sunday, 26 August 2018 —
that is, this Sunday — passengers at Cranbourne,
Pakenham, Westall and Dandenong will have extra
trains during weekday morning and evening peaks.
Fifty services a week will be extended and 30 new
services will be added to give Cranbourne-Pakenham
rail line commuters more options to travel. Bus
timetables will also be adjusted to maintain
connections to trains.

Deer control
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:57) — The first
large-scale deer control program is underway in the
Grampians National Park. That is the news that comes
from the ABC. However, hunters from the area would
say it is not the first; there was another cull in the
national park 20 or so years ago. At that time it cost
between $300 and $500 per deer to cull the deer. It is
now proposed that 150 of a supposed 1100 deer will be
culled from the Grampians National Park. Professional
hunters and experts in the field will say that that is not
sufficient to control the deer population in the
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Grampians National Park. In fact once again we have
seen the department go down the path of hiring
professional deer hunters when there are many shooters
who would be prepared to do this for nothing if they
could be given a permit to do so. Yet once again we
have seen that the government is just prepared to pay
and pay and pay and not allow the many, many shooters
and hunters who are active in the western region and
across the whole of my electorate into the national park
to make a difference to what is a feral animal that is
causing significant damage to a national park.

Jodi Dack
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (13:59) — I, too, would like
to acknowledge the sad passing of Jodi Dack and pass
on my condolences to Brendan and Una Rose and their
broader family.

Yuroke electorate volunteers
Ms SPENCE — I would also like to congratulate
three outstanding volunteers from the Yuroke electorate
who have recently had their great work recognised.
Congratulations to Craigieburn resident Arthur
Dempster, who was recently short-listed for Volunteer
of the Year at the Victorian Disability Sport and
Recreation awards. Arthur’s decade of service to the
Camrea Cricket Club has ranged from preparing the
ground and running the canteen to acting as goalkeeper.
Indeed, such is his first passion that having his leg
amputated due to diabetes two and a half years ago only
serve to strengthen his dedication to supporting
community cricket. In Arthur’s words, ‘Volunteering
helped my recovery immensely. I was a bit down, but
once cricket season started everyone at the club lifted
my spirits’. And that is what community sport is about.
Craigieburn Eagles Basketball Association president
Jason Moore has been short-listed as a finalist for the
Premier’s Volunteer Champion awards in the service
category. Jason is an energetic and committed
community leader and his enthusiasm for basketball has
helped make the sport incredibly popular among
Craigieburn locals of all ages. He also spearheads the
Hume Relay for Life, where he has helped to raise
thousands of dollars for Cancer awareness and
prevention.
Craigieburn War Memorial & Remembrance
Committee member Kevin O’Callaghan is a finalist for
the Premier’s Volunteer Champion awards in the
leadership category. Kevin’s lifetime of community
service spans 40 years, from leading the establishment
of the Craigieburn emergency response team to serving
as controller of the Craigieburn State Emergency
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Service. Most recently he led the effort to establish a
permanent public war memorial in Craigieburn. Well
done Arthur, Kevin and Jason, and thank you for the
example you have set for others in our community.

Eltham electorate junior football clubs
Ms WARD (Eltham) (14:00) — I would just like to
give a big shout-out to all those amazing junior football
clubs that played their grand finals on Sunday and made
a tremendous effort. To the hundreds and hundreds and
hundreds of parent volunteers who get out every
Sunday no matter what the weather and help their kids,
congratulations.

NO CONFIDENCE IN GOVERNMENT
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (14:01) — I
move:
That the Premier and the other Ministers of State for the state
of Victoria no longer possess the confidence of this house.

This next election will be fought on trust. Who do you
trust to keep your family safe? Who do you trust to fix
our state’s roads? Who do you trust to keep your power
bills down? Who do you trust not to treat the taxpayers
purse as your own? And the following simple questions
will be asked. Is Victoria a safer place now than it was
four years ago? Are our roads less congested than they
were four years ago? Are our utility bills higher or
lower than they were four years ago? Is the government
rorting the taxpayer today compared to four years ago?
The answers to these questions are straightforward. The
first basic responsibility of any government is to keep
the public safe, and by any measure the Andrews
government has failed. Our roads have never been as
congested, yet the Andrews government’s response was
to pay more money to scrap a freeway than it can cost
to build one. It is a criminal waste of money.
Utility bills are at historically high levels. The Andrews
government taxed Hazelwood to a premature closure
and now bills have skyrocketed. They had no plan
when they taxed that power station to closure.
This government is corrupt. They have rorted taxpayers
money; they sought to cover it up and to hide their
crimes. The Ombudsman investigated it and they tried
to stop her. Now the police are involved. Labor can run,
but they cannot hide. They are corrupt, they got
caught — and it is time they went.
The motion I move today is as serious as any that can
be debated in this chamber. Today I want to run
through a number of areas as to why I believe this
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motion should be supported and why I believe that all
members should give full consideration to what has
occurred under this government — the culture and the
behaviour of this government over the last four years —
and why members should give full consideration to
supporting this no-confidence motion on the basis of,
more than anything else, sending a message to
Victorians that the kind of government we have
experienced, including the culture and the attitude of
the government over the last four years, is one that
should not be tolerated by any Victorian. It is a motion
that Victorians know they deserve better. It is a motion
that Victorians know they are being treated with
contempt by the current government and a motion that
reflects their frustrations.
The principal issue that has brought this motion to this
Parliament today is the issue of the Labor rorts scandal.
This votes-for-rorts scandal has been happening for
some time. It is not an issue that was brought to the fore
by the Liberal Party, by the National Party or by the
media. It came to the fore from a whistleblower within
the Australian Labor Party. This is an issue that came to
prominence from Labor itself — from people in the
Labor movement knowing that what was being done
was wrong, was contemptible and bordered on corrupt.
These are people within Labor who have spoken to the
media, who have gone public and who have been
whistleblowers themselves despite a lot of intimidation
from the Labor movement themselves — people who
have stood up to immense pressure and said that what
has occurred needs to be exposed.
So let us expose what has occurred over a long period
of time in full, because remember, this rorts affair is not
something that is new; it is not six months worth or six
weeks worth. It is three years in the making in public,
and the year or so before that, when it was exacted.
On 2 September 2015 this issue became a public issue.
It was fully reported that Labor members had been
rorting their entitlements to pay for their election
campaigns — something that we all knew was
completely and utterly contrary to the rules of the
Parliament and indeed to the rules that had been told to
all MPs by many forms of communication, not least by
dispatches and emails from the Presiding Officers, that
all of us as retiring members going into the election
were aware of and certainly knew about. On
17 September the then Speaker, the member for
Tarneit, and the upper house President, Bruce Atkinson,
referred the matter to the parliamentary Audit
Committee. That committee is made up of the Presiding
Officers, the clerks from both houses of the Parliament,
the Secretary of the Department of Parliamentary
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Services as well as two Independent members. They
then looked at and assessed the information.
On 6 October 2015 the report concluded that the use of
electorate office entitlements to pay for political
campaigning, in their words, ‘Did not pass the pub test’.
On 25 November the Clerk of the Legislative Council
advised the Ombudsman of the upper house’s intention
to refer the matter to her. We have seen this in this
Parliament and in previous parliaments where a
chamber has referred a matter to the Ombudsman. By
1 December the Ombudsman had advised the
government that she had the jurisdiction, as a matter of
precedent citing previous investigations — not least the
Windsor inquiry, which we all know about from the
2006–2010 Parliament. This was another example
where, whether it was sham consultation or inventing a
process, it was bordering on corrupt conduct. Yet again
it was a Labor government.
By 14 December the government had written to the
Ombudsman, restating their view that she did not have
the jurisdiction to investigate. So by 14 December 2015
this government had already begun the process of
engaging in a cover-up. They had already begun the
process to try and nobble and hinder the Ombudsman,
and they made it very clear. On 1 February 2016 the
Ombudsman filed an application in the Supreme Court
to determine whether or not she had the jurisdiction to
investigate. It took some time for that process to take
place. By 26 August the Supreme Court ruled it was
within the Ombudsman’s jurisdiction to investigate —
a clear, straightforward, factual response from the
Supreme Court to the government and to the
Ombudsman.
But did the Andrews government stop there?
Honourable members — No.
Mr GUY — If there is something to fear, there is
something to hide and vice versa. By 22 September
2016 the government had lodged an appeal against the
Supreme Court ruling. By 9 December the Court of
Appeal dismissed the government’s second attempt to
block the Ombudsman and nobble her inquiry. On
5 January 2017 the government launched — wait for
it — a High Court appeal. A High Court appeal with
taxpayers money with who being the respondent for the
government? Of course, the Attorney-General.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — On 5 April 2017 the government’s
appeal to the High Court was dismissed — dismissed
again.
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Mr Riordan — How much money did they spend?
Mr GUY — I hear interjections asking how much
money was spent — more than $1 million of taxpayers
money. By 19 March 2018 confirmation had been
received that Labor’s former Treasurer, John Lenders,
had resigned as chair of VicTrack days before the
Ombudsman’s report was expected to be handed down.
As someone who, quite rightly, was given the report in
advance to consider its findings and make a response,
he had seen that and known that the government would
use him as a fall guy for their own corrupt practices.
We knew that would be the case, and certainly it was.
Ministers like the Premier and others had known that he
would indeed be the person who would be made the fall
guy for their entire corrupt activity.
Then on 21 March was the bombshell: the
Ombudsman’s inquiry. She found that Victorian Labor
had wrongly used $388 000 of public money during
the party’s 2014 election campaign and had clearly
breached the politicians’ guidelines for staff. The
inquiry found that 21 Labor MPs breached those
guidelines by certifying payments to electorate
officers who were using these time sheets for
campaign purposes.
How many times in this chamber do we have to ask the
member for Lara to tell the truth? How many times do
we have to ask, to get simple answers: did Ben
McMullin replace Jake Finnigan in your office? Why
did you not disclose that person’s employment under
this scheme to the Ombudsman? That person’s
employment is not calculated in the Ombudsman’s
findings, so how many others are there? How much
other corrupt activity has been kept hidden? How many
other staffers are not accounted for in that final figure?
When the Premier goes out and says, ‘We’ve repaid the
money’ — like the bank robber who says ‘You can
have it back now, forgive me, don’t take me to
court’ — how do we know that is the full amount? We
do not. Victorians do not. No-one does. That is why this
matter should be, and appropriately is being,
investigated by the police, because the Labor Party can
run but they cannot hide. These kinds of corrupt
practices which have been uncovered are clearly just
the tip of the iceberg when it comes to their rorting.
The list that the Ombudsman found included many
ministers. In fact there were six ministers in all. It noted
Jenny Mikakos in the Council, the member for
Keysborough, the member for Mill Park, Gavin
Jennings in the Council, the member for Lara and
Gayle Tierney in the Council. The Ombudsman
stated clearly:
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… while some electorate officer work was done for some
members of Parliament, 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.

Simple as that. The government’s line to date is to
claim that this was done in good faith. Let us ask this
question: how does signing 15 or 30 time sheets in
advance for someone you have never seen enter your
office constitute good faith? How does using exclusive
cognisance on a debate between chambers to deny
information to the Ombudsman constitute good faith?
How does walking into this chamber and repeatedly
denying or repeatedly refusing to answer questions
about other staff that you know have been employed
and whose time sheets you know you have signed
constitute good faith to the Victorian people?
How does John Lenders’s $44 732 worth of rorting
constitute good faith? How does Liz Beattie’s $24 733
rorting of the system constitute good faith? How does
the former member Marg Lewis’s $24 358 bill
constitute good faith? Ms Lewis was here as a member
of Parliament for barely five or six months. I sat in the
upper house with her. No doubt the then opposition
leader, now Premier, and then upper house opposition
leader, John Lenders, had brought her in to use her and
her office, as the Ombudsman says, as an artifice to
exact that payment for her staff. How does John
Pandazopoulos’s $21 757 constitute a good-faith use of
parliamentary entitlements? Joe Helper’s $21 148 of
rorted moneys is not good faith from a long-term Labor
member. This is a member who was on the way out and
who allowed his leader in the lower house to use his
electorate office entitlements for a political
advantage — a former minister who knew and would
have known that this was against the rules.
Jenny Mikakos is listed as the same amount; Brian Tee,
the same amount; a sitting member today, the member
for Footscray, the same amount; Nazih Elasmar in the
Council, the same amount; and the Minister for
Corrections, Gayle Tierney, $20 559. She is still there
as part of this government’s justice team. She is the
person who is responsible for running one of our justice
system portfolios, and she rorted the system of $20 559.
The minister astoundingly responsible today for
integrity in government, Gavin Jennings, was part of a
scheme as Labor’s deputy upper house leader in the last
term and rorted $20 539 from the taxpayer. Lee
Tarlamis, with $19 931, was recently nominated by the
Labor Party and received an award for services to the
Parliament.
An honourable member — OAM? Should be
an IOU!
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Mr GUY — I take up the member’s interjection.
Matt Viney, Jo Duncan, Adem Somyurek in the
Council, the member for Ivanhoe and Candy Broad are
all listed. The member for Mill Park, at $5364, rorted
the system and still comes into this chamber with
absolutely no contrition whatsoever — zero — and yet
the Ombudsman found her to be part of what she terms
an artifice, something that was completely and utterly
wrong, something that has been trickery upon the
electorate and indeed constitutes part of the greatest
taxpayer fraud by one political party on the taxpayer.
They have defrauded the taxpayer.
The Attorney-General is listed for $5534 and Cesar
Melhem in the Legislative Council for $3538. We move
on to the member for Lara. When you come to the
member for Lara, they are simple questions, and many
in this chamber, even on his own side, find his answers
quizzical and comical — that the member for Lara is
getting up to his feet to give such a woeful answer yet
again, such a comically bad answer. It would be funny if
it was not so disgraceful, because this is money that has
been rorted from the taxpayer. This is conduct that is
corrupt. This is conduct where he has signed time sheets
for someone who never appeared in his office, who
worked in a neighbouring electorate under a practice
that was against parliamentary guidelines. Then he says,
‘Well, you know, it’s under investigation. I’m not going
to answer it’, using blocking excuse after excuse after
excuse for something he has previously answered about
but will not answer today, because he knows his conduct
is more than questionable.
Shaun Leane in the Legislative Council is down for
$2358, and the list goes on. Who are the members who
have benefited from this? A lot of the time we talk
about those 21 members who were part of this artifice
that the Ombudsman has reported on, but who are these
people who have benefited? Some say, ‘Well, there was
no benefit. There was no personal benefit, and the
Labor Party got no personal benefit. That’s why we
paid it back’. Well, let us talk about the personal
benefit. The new member for Sunbury, who was
elected as part of this scheme, funded by the then
member for Yuroke, benefited, because he is now a
member of Parliament. The new member for Macedon
benefited personally, because she has won a seat in this
chamber off hours that were funded improperly by this
Parliament, by the taxpayer. The member for Yan
Yean, who was in a close fight at the last election, had
Labor red shirts working in her electorate who she
proudly had photographs of on her Facebook and social
media. Now we find those people were partly funded
by the taxpayer.
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I can go further: the member for Ivanhoe; the member
for Bellarine, the police minister; and the member for
Carrum. They were active in the seat of Ringwood. The
member for Bentleigh in this chamber finds it hard to
hear this debate, because he asks, with such a close
margin, did he benefit personally? He is a member of
Parliament where Labor red shirts were flooded into his
seat. Did he benefit personally? Well, he is now a
member of Parliament. He benefited personally,
because that is why he is here.
Go forward to Cranbourne and Monbulk. I note the
Deputy Premier in this chamber is hiding over there.
There he is. He is getting a text from Jill and a text from
Rob Hulls: ‘You’ve got to toughen up, mate. You’ve
got to be the angry man’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — If I can just interrupt the Leader
of the Opposition for one moment, can I ask the
member for Kew not to use offensive words towards
other members in this debate.
Mr GUY — We have the member for Albert Park,
Labor’s candidate in South Barwon and Labor’s
candidate in Ringwood. Note that the member for
Ringwood asked the Premier on record in a constituency
question; it is in Hansard. The member for Ringwood
asked clearly if any of these red shirts were used in her
electorate in the same way as has been described in
other seats and the Ombudsman has investigated.
And the Premier replied, on the record, no. Now we
find it takes the Ombudsman to tell the truth, and that is
why we must have a full investigation — because you
cannot trust their word. You cannot trust these people.
They lie. They will just lie repeatedly to get by. It is
proven, it is fact, it is shown and it is obvious. They will
lie and lie and lie.
On 28 March 2018 the upper house referred the red
shirts affair to the Privileges Committee. It was the first
time the upper house Privileges Committee had met.
On 14 April a field organiser challenged the Minister
for Police over an assertion that he did not work in her
office. The Minister for Police said:
… she wasn’t sure she ‘would know him running into him in
the street’.

She said:
He didn’t actually work out of my office. He worked out of
Trades Hall.

That is the police minister. The man in question replied:
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… he not only worked for her in her Newcomb office, but
was given a key and the security alarm codes.

No wonder we need a full and frank police
investigation when that is from the police minister.
When you cannot trust the police minister’s word, no
wonder Victorians are saying the government is broken
and we deserve something better than a government
and a minister who continually lie, make things up and
just will not tell the truth.
The Leader of the Government in the Legislative
Council and minister responsible for the Ombudsman,
Gavin Jennings, failed to disclose to the Privileges
Committee on 14 June the extent of legal costs. The
Chief Commissioner of Police confirmed to the
Privileges Committee on 18 June, then confirmed in
writing on the 19th, that a police investigation was
underway. On 20 July the Premier then raised the
matter by saying, ‘Well, it was never raised with me
directly’. So just bank this. The police minister is
saying, ‘No, I don’t know who this man was’, yet he
has keys to her office, yet he has got the security code
to her office, yet he is employed in her electorate office
in Newcomb, he is on her campaign team, he is thanked
in the campaign speeches and thanked in the address in
reply by the police minister, who says, ‘I wouldn’t
know him in the street’. Now you have got the Premier,
who was on Labor’s campaign committee, who was
part of the structure that approved this whole system,
saying, ‘It was never raised with me. I never knew how
they were paid’. Who would trust these people? Who
would trust a word these people say?
Then of course we find that under oath the former
minister Adem Somyurek has said that he raised it with
him after a party room meeting. We find it was raised,
and raised very clearly, at one of Labor’s field love-ins
in Creswick. When the Labor Party raised it before all
those members in Creswick, you would have to find it
amazing that he was the only person not in the room to
hear it being raised by their own US campaign advisers
and by Labor’s advisers here in Victoria. This is despite
posts being made by their US campaign strategists —
believe it or not, as I understand it, at a family getaway
with the Premier — and posted on their own social
media, so he has obviously met the man, and with
Stephen Donnelly training Labor’s regional field
directors. The leader of the Labor Party then says, ‘I
knew nothing about it’. So you have US campaign
advisers hanging around with you personally, it is
raised with your colleagues — every single one of
them — in Creswick and then you say, ‘I’m the only
guy who was not in the room’. I guess he must have got
the excuses from the police minister when she said, ‘I
never ran into this guy. I don’t know who he was’.
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This government is, more than ever before, rotten to the
core. This government’s conduct is an absolute and
utter disgrace. Victorians have every right to feel
cheated and let down by a government that treats their
taxpayers dollars with such contempt.
It is not just in the rorts scandal that Victorians have
every right to feel disgusted in the behaviour of this
government. On 24 February 2017 we found that the
Deputy Speaker of this chamber, the member for
Melton, had in fact claimed a second residence
allowance between March 2010 and February 2017 at a
cost of $174 836. That is what he claimed for a second
residence allowance to live outside of his own seat.
Remember that? The member for Melton, who was
living in a caravan at an Ocean Grove caravan park on
the Bellarine Peninsula, claimed that he deserved the
subsidy from the taxpayer for that. No wonder these
people rort the system and use our electorate office
entitlements as their own personal piggy bank when
one of the guys who was there to set the rules was
active in breaking the rules.
One has to wonder whether or not you can get solar
panels onto a Winnebago, because the
PricewaterhouseCoopers report for Parliament’s audit
found that the member stated that the accommodation
in St Kilda, his second residence at the time, was not
actually spacious enough. It was not spacious enough,
so he moved down to an Ocean Grove caravan park and
claimed a further $98 000 for a second residence
allowance. This is at a time when power bills in this
state have never been as high. This is at a time when
Victorians have never done it as tough as they are doing
it now with increasing utility bills — water and gas —
and tolling charges. Yet we are seeing members on the
government side of this chamber stealing taxpayers
money to pay for their campaigns and to pay for their
second residence allowances. At the time the member
was unrepentant. In true Labor attitude the member for
Melton said, ‘It is my home, I’m claiming it’. It took
sustained questioning in this house to show that this
member should actually pay back some of that money,
that he should have the decency to pay some of it
back — and that was through gritted teeth.
Of course that did not come out of nowhere either. That
rorting was not the first time that had occurred. We had
the former Speaker of this chamber, who just the day
before had been found to have claimed $37 834 to live
outside of his electorate, the seat of Tarneit, in the town
of Queenscliff. One has to ask: what is it with Labor
MPs from the western suburbs that they hate the western
suburbs so much? Why does the member for Werribee
live in Williamstown? Why does the member for Altona
not live in her seat, the member for Tarneit not live in
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his seat and the member for Melton not live in his seat?
The member for Keysborough, when he was an upper
house member for Western Metropolitan Region, lived
on the other side of the city. Even the former Presiding
Officer of the upper house, Bob Smith, tried to transfer
to number 3 on the Labor ticket — and he lived in
Chelsea. It is hard to believe that Labor could treat the
west with such contempt, but on it goes.
The Treasurer — I have got to give him credit for being
frank — came out on 23 February when asked about it
and said, ‘Quite frankly, there’s always a way around
rules, no matter how emphatically driven they are’.
Isn’t he right? ‘There’s always a way around rules’,
said the Treasurer. I am looking through the
Ombudsman’s report again: ‘There is always a way
around rules’. I guess he is speaking from experience.
‘There’s always a way around rules’, says the Labor
Party. How right they are. It is not often that I agree
with the Treasurer. I do agree with him on another
thing, and that is that Jeff Kennett is not a bad guy to
catch up with occasionally, because the Treasurer does,
the Premier has played golf with him and they even
appointed him to a number of government bodies. But
there you go.
On 23 February we found that the then Speaker had
been charging taxpayers to live more than
70 kilometres, or 50 kilometres I should say —
70 kilometres was the member for Melton, can you
believe it? — from his own seat. He then resigned and
apologised for upsetting taxpayers by defrauding them
of so much money. But it does not stop there.
An honourable member — But wait, there’s more.
Mr GUY — But wait, there is more. You would not
believe it, but after all of that, after hearing about
rorting the system — whether it is 21 Labor MPs, six
Labor ministers, two Presiding Officers, whatever it
might be — the guy who chauffeured his dogs in a
ministerial limousine then got a building named after
him. I am just waiting for the ANZ to rename the
55 Collins Street branch the Squizzy Taylor building.
Could you believe that these people, the Labor Party,
then named a TAFE after the TAFE minister who
resigned for — wait for it — rorting the system.
But this one gets even better. We could not believe this
on our side. We just shook our heads and thought,
‘Well, we’ve heard it all now’. Do we remember Ted
and Patch? That is Ted and Patch who were the then
Minister for Training and Skills’ dogs. He said he made
a mistake trying to look after the dogs because he had
trouble with timetabling. He said:
Being a minister in a senior portfolio, it’s a tough job …

Tuesday, 21 August 2018

He went on to say:
It was done because I needed to do something about the dogs,
I couldn’t leave them, and I had few options.

When I get home tonight, I think I will say to Wally the
cavoodle, ‘Look, young man, it’s a tough job, and
we’re going to have to find ways to babysit you’. The
former member for Eltham, the then member of the
upper house, got Ted and Patch chauffeured around in
the back of a government limousine. Quite
unbelievably it even made the BBC website. What must
the BBC have made of that? Our first currency was
rum, and now we have taxpayers funding dogs
travelling around in the back of cars.
But in all seriousness the astounding point on this, as I
said before, was that a minister would treat the taxpayer
with such contempt. He had an attitude of, ‘No, it
doesn’t matter. I’ll just get away with it. It doesn’t
matter. I’ll get the driver to do it’. They are the party of
the workers who would get their chauffeurs to walk
their dogs. They are the party of the workers who, when
they get into office with all the white cars, the offices,
the staff and the drivers, are the first ones in line to
claim the benefits. They are the first ones in line to
abuse the perks, and yet they come in here and say,
‘We’re the party of workers’. They are the party of
rorters, not the party of workers.
To actually then go and name a building after this man
says it all. Buildings, bridges and other places of
significance in this state are usually named after people
who have made a genuine and serious contribution to
our state. Even on this side of the house we do not
begrudge things such as Joan Kirner having a hospital
named after her, or Hamer Hall being named after
former Premier Hamer, for instance. We do not
begrudge the naming of the Bolte Bridge, for instance.
We do not begrudge the naming of the Evan Walker
Bridge. But when it comes to the action of someone
like Steve Herbert, which was, if we have ever seen it,
an in-your-face gesture to the taxpayer from a lazy,
corrupt and out-of-touch government, I think we all
thought that must be a Twitter misprint. We must have
seen Misfire Merlino misfire again, because that one
surely could not be real. But sadly it was real.
IBAC are currently investigating a printing rorts
scandal for — wait for it — the third and final Labor
presiding officer, and I say that with no commentary
but just facts. On 6 September 2017 the first rort was
revealed of the issuing of invoices relating to a small
amount of printing and quite substantially large bills
that were then reimbursed by Parliament. On
14 September, after initial investigations were
undertaken by the Department of Parliamentary
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Services — so not a thought bubble by the member for
Monbulk, trying his hardest to be Rob Hulls mark II,
but actually an investigation — the upper house
President and yourself, Speaker, referred the allegations
to IBAC after Parliament reviewed invoices signed by a
staff member in Mr Eideh’s office. The staffer and
Mr Eideh were put on indefinite leave, and the locks
were changed at Mr Eideh’s electorate office.
But clearly it is not serious: ‘Don’t look here, there’s no
big deal. We’ve had two Presiding Officers resign.
We’ve just named a building after a dog-chauffeuring
rorter. We’ve got 21 of our parliamentary party under
investigation by the Ombudsman, six of them ministers,
and now we’ve changed the locks on the doors in the
office of the deputy upper house president, but there’s
no scandal here. There’s no pattern of behaviour here.
There’s no think, thought or belief within the Labor
Party that what is the taxpayers actually happens to be
mine, because clearly it is’.
This is a pattern of behaviour, and as much as we have
differences on our side of the chamber with other
parties and as much as we might disagree with the
Australian Greens or other parties in the upper house,
the Ombudsman, remember, on page 17 of the report
said that she looked at the behaviours of all other
parties on these matters and only one party, the Labor
Party, had committed these offences. Only one party
leader had refused an interview to the Ombudsman, the
leader of the Labor Party, the Premier.
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independent parties present or consulted about these
undertakings? Who has copies of these undertakings?
Does anyone outside of the Andrews government, such
as the police or senior bureaucrats, have copies of
them? When did they commence? Who will monitor
these undertakings? Do they apply to all cabinet
ministers? In the interests of transparency, why have we
not seen what these undertakings fully and completely
are? Not just bluster in the chamber from an
Attorney-General whose demeanour has turned from
Barry O’Farrell in the making — shave the beard, look
a little more handsome, and you are up after your
boss — but in fact someone who is now on the back
foot because he is under investigation.
We know that these undertakings, exist as they may, go
to the heart of the transparency of this government and
their separation from this investigation. We want to
know, as the public needs to know, can we trust this
government? Because if we cannot trust this
government on this issue, how can we trust them on
any issue? How can you trust this government when
they say, ‘Trust me, our solar scheme in 10 years time
is going to work’, ‘Trust me, we’re going to build more
rail infrastructure’, ‘Trust me, we’re going to fix up
your roads’ and ‘Trust me, we’re going to make you
safer’? How can you trust this government when
everything they have said on transparency is a lie —
and not just one part of it, all of it has been a lie? How
can you trust them?

We have seen a pattern of behaviour from the rorts
uncovered by the Ombudsman, from the rorts of Steve
Herbert, from the rorts of the former Speaker and
former Deputy Speaker and from the investigation into
Khalil Eideh, this is an investigation into a pattern of
behaviour by one political party, the Labor Party. More
to the point, absolute power corrupts absolutely. When
you have been in office for 15 of 19 years, you become
a born-to-rule, corrupt government in the Parliament
who believes that everything of the government’s and
the taxpayers is theirs. Those opposite are a
born-to-rule Labor Party who believe they are entitled
to government, who believe that the taxpayers material
is in fact theirs and that they can extort and rort as they
see fit.

This government has been elected with a mandate to
keep Victorians safe. Every government is elected with
a mandate to keep Victorians safe, and as many
Victorians will ask, you saw the mandate, you got it
and how is it going for you? Is crime lower today than
it was when you took office four years ago? Let us be
pretty clear about this: from December 2014 to the
latest statistics, in Victoria the murder rate is up 6.9 per
cent, attempted murder is up 71 per cent, common
assault is up 37 per cent, rape is up 18 per cent, sexual
offences against children are up 63 per cent, aggravated
robbery is up 27 per cent, non-aggravated robbery is up
82 per cent, aggravated burglary is up 42 per cent,
motor vehicle theft is up 7 per cent, firearms offences
are up 5.5 per cent, and resist and hindering arrest is up
147 per cent.

No wonder the Attorney-General has questions to
answer. I want to finish this topic on this issue. He does
have questions to answer. What are the so-called
undertakings that the Attorney-General claims he and
other ministers have received from Victoria Police as to
the conduct of their investigation into his conduct as a
justice minister? Who asked for those undertakings?
Who devised them? Were any third parties or

Those are the facts from the Crimes Statistics Agency.
Those are the government’s own facts. You hear many
on their side trying to delegitimise this issue, saying,
‘No, no, no. Our population has grown, so therefore
you have to factor in a higher crime rate’. It is kind of
like when the Premier said, ‘Melbourne’s a bigger city;
you have to just deal with terrorist incidents from
now on’.
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Let us have a look at where another population is
booming. Let us go north of the Murray to New South
Wales. How does New South Wales compare with a
numerically similar population growth to Victoria?
Murder, as we said before, is up by 7 per cent in
Victoria. In the same period in New South Wales —
apples with apples — it is down by 42 per cent.
An honourable member — Down?
Mr GUY — Down. Attempted murder and
manslaughter is up by 42 per cent in Victoria and down
by 8 per cent in New South Wales. Robbery in Victoria
is up by 33 per cent and down by 27 per cent in New
South Wales. Burglary and break and enter is down by
19 per cent in New South Wales. Motor vehicle theft is
down by 12 per cent in New South Wales and up by
7 per cent here. And of course resist and hindering
arrest is down by 5 per cent in New South Wales and
up by 147 per cent in Victoria. This is where the
government of the day says, ‘Well, you know, we’re
dealing with it; we’re going to give the police all the
resources they want’. When you weaken the laws that
operate our justice system and that indeed allow the
police to do their job, you are going to hinder the police
from actually being able to get on with their job. That is
why carjackings are up in this state at record levels.
That is why we have a gang problem in Melbourne.
There is all this denial. We all saw the online denial
from the late-night tweeter Mr Dalidakis in the
Council. His tweets are always late at night. They are
always at about 7, 8, 9 or 10 o’clock. They tend to get
a little more loose and a little more off the reservation,
shall we say. But there he was out there denying that
there was a gang problem, yet the next day the
Minister for Police is standing there saying, ‘We’ve
got a new gang task force’. The Attorney-General was
railing against the Liberal Party, saying, ‘There is no
gang culture in Melbourne’. The Attorney-General was
saying, ‘It’s all an exercise in race baiting’ — his
words, not mine. And yet his own minister in January
said, ‘We’re going to deal with the African youth
crime problem in Melbourne’ — not my words, but the
minister’s.
If the government cannot get their story straight on law
and order, it is no wonder that our crime rate is
skyrocketing. It is no wonder that Victoria has never
seen an ice problem in country Victoria as bad as it is
today. We have never seen breaking and entering so
bad in places like Clyde North, where the member for
Bass will tell you one in six homes every year is broken
into. That is why we are going to build a new police
station in Clyde North, because every day he comes in

Tuesday, 21 August 2018

and tells us how people in Clyde North are saying this.
It is a massive issue, and it is only getting worse.
That is why our youth justice system is broken, and that
is why we have seen the number of assaults increase by
77 per cent and the incidence of youth crime go up by
235 per cent, including alcohol and drug-related
offences. When you deny the problem, you cannot fix
it. When you refuse to admit a problem exists, you will
never solve it. Even the Carr government in New South
Wales — even the New South Wales Labor
government — in the early 1990s and early 2000s
admitted Sydney had problems with law and order.
They had a zero-tolerance approach, and they fixed it. It
is why crime has been coming down for a long time in
New South Wales compared to the weak and
soft-on-crime approach of repeated Labor governments
in Victoria. When Labor governments in Queensland
and in New South Wales say, ‘We’ll deal with it, we’ll
fix it, we’ll acknowledge it’, in Victoria they say,
‘There’s no problem; don’t look here. It’s all a
Liberal-National party issue’. No, it is real. Victorians
know it is real, the crime stats know it is real and the
victims of crime know it is real.
Caterina Politi knows what happened with her son’s
killer, who is now playing football on weekends. The
Cronins know what is happening with their son’s killer,
who has been let out to do the same and play football
on weekends, under the Andrews government. That is
why Victorians are saying, ‘Who can I trust to keep my
family safe?’. Well, it is not the people in office today.
That is why we need to bring back and reinstate powers
for police, like move-on laws. That is why we need to
have a zero-tolerance approach to those who commit
violent repeat offences and have mandatory minimum
sentencing. That is why we will reform and we need
reform in our bail laws so that our bail system and our
parole system protect those who obey the laws, not help
those who break them. But when you do not have a
government that acknowledges those problems, you
have a situation like we do in Victoria today. That is
why the situation in this state is as bad as it is today.
Who do you trust to make sure that our city is one
where we can get from A to B in a reasonable time
frame? Who do you trust in government to spend
country roads money on country roads? Who do you
trust in government to deal with and manage the fact
that Melbourne is about to grow by the population of
Brisbane in the next 25 years. This government’s only
response is, ‘We’re going to dip a few level crossings
and build a railway tunnel, and that’s it; she’ll be right’.
Who do you trust: a government that would spend
$1.3 billion not to build a freeway in Australia’s fastest
growing city or an alternative that says, ‘We will build
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the infrastructure to manage our state’s growing
population, and that includes an east–west link’?
What is clear — very, very clear — is that this
government, in spending $1.3 billion not to build the
east–west link, not only wasted that money for future
generations; they criminally wasted that money. In a
former life, before I was here, we would have been
investigating these people if they were in the private
sector through the Australian Securities and
Investments Commission. Given their behaviour they
would have been taken in and charged and no doubt
would have lost the ability to sit on a board. Their
directors duties would have been stripped because of
the criminal waste of money by the Australian Labor
Party and those who sat around the cabinet table and
said, ‘It’s fine to waste $1.3 billion’.
Let me put that into perspective for Victorians. The
new Royal Children’s Hospital cost $1 billion to build.
I am glad the member for Bendigo East is in the
chamber, because the new Bendigo Hospital cost
$630 million; we could have got two of them. A new
suburban railway line and in fact a major extension —
the South Morang to Mernda extension — cost
$700 million. The Monash Children’s Hospital cost
$260 million. It costs $22 million for a new X’trapolis
train for the metropolitan rail network. Just factor that
in. It is $22 million for a new train for the fastest
growing city in Australia, and this government paid
$1300 million not to build a new freeway in the fastest
growing city in Australia.
The Minister for Education sits in this chamber. It costs
$17 million for a new school in a growth area;
$1300 million was wasted not to build a new road in the
fastest growing city in Australia. The member for Bass
is someone who is committed to the new police station
in Clyde North, and rightly so; his community wants it
and needs it. We should advise them that it costs
$14.4 million to build a new police station in the state of
Victoria, yet this government wasted $1300 million not
to build a new road. A new ambulance station, including
land, costs $2 million. A combined Country Fire
Authority (CFA) and Victoria State Emergency Service
hub costs $1.3 million in regional Victoria. Who would
trust this government to deal with the issues of
congestion when it was the same Premier who said, ‘It
won’t cost a cent to cancel that project’?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — ‘It won’t cost a cent’! Remember that?
‘It won’t cost a cent because it’s not worth the paper it’s
written on’. Remember that? Well, of course you would
not trust him. He is the guy who also said, ‘Peter
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Mitchell, I give this commitment to each and every
Victorian that I will not increase new taxes in the state
of Victoria. No, there will be no new taxes’, and then
we saw a whole range of taxes rise under this
government — 12 of them, I think it was — ranging
from taxes on coal to taxes on stamp duty purchases
and the like. Who would trust this government?
Who would trust their word when they have lied on
rorts and they have lied on the second residence
allowance. It is in their DNA to lie. Brown coal taxes
tripled. There have been Uber and taxi levies, an
increased stamp duty on new cars, a new stamp duty on
off-the-plan purchases, vacant home taxes, annual
property valuations to increase land tax, a stamp duty
on property transfers between spouses, a
consumption-point gambling tax, a fire services
property levy increase, new land surcharges for absent
owners, new stamp duty surcharges for foreign
purchases and a new city access tax on the West Gate
tunnel. Who would trust them?
Who would trust these people when they went to the
last election and said the western distributor was
shovel-ready? ‘At half a billion dollars it’s shovel-ready
and it’s ready to go. We’ve got the plans; we’ve done
the work. It’s shovel-ready and ready to go’. Who
would trust this government when they said the
north-east link was going to cost $6 billion and a couple
of months later the price tag was $16 billion? Who
would trust this government that has no plan for arterial
roads across Melbourne — zero, no plans but to put in
more traffic lights?
Who would trust this government that, in coming to
power, cut the Country Roads and Bridges Fund? That
is their promise to country Victoria: ‘Look, you can
trust us. We won’t cut the budget. We don’t cut things
in the Labor Party — oh, except for the Country Roads
and Bridges Fund’. Then they will reinstitute something
which is about one-tenth of the money. And where do
they spend it? In Mulgrave, opposite the Mulgrave
Country Club, where he did his victory speech.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr GUY — Maybe it was opposite the Mulgrave
Country Club because, as I asked the Leader of The
Nationals, that is what constituted ‘country’, because it
is called the Mulgrave Country Club. When they were
looking at the country areas in their Melway — you
know, those areas that do not have tram tracks — they
saw the word ‘country’ and figured, ‘Well, it must
comply’. Who would trust this government when it
comes to that kind of conduct?
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And while we are on the issue of trust — and I note the
Deputy Premier remains in the chamber; I am very glad
he does — who would trust this government for what
they have done to our CFA? Why do the government
and this Minister for Emergency Services hate our
CFA? Why do they hate 60 000 volunteers? Think
about all the premiers that have fallen over themselves
to stand up for the CFA. I was with the member for
Euroa in her electorate. I was with her at a little CFA
out in the country, and there proudly displayed on the
wall is a letter from Premier John Brumby, thanking the
CFA for their work and contribution to Black Saturday.
They look at that with such pride that the Premier,
Labor or Liberal, wrote to them to thank them for all
their work in the Black Saturday catastrophe, and a
catastrophe it was.
I think back to all the premiers that have backed our
CFA: Bolte, Hamer, Thompson, John Cain, Joan
Kirner, Jeff Kennett, Steve Bracks, John Brumby, Ted
Baillieu and Denis Napthine. All those premiers fell
over themselves to back the CFA at a time when they
asked for it and that it counted — when they asked for
help and asked for basic rights to be recognised,
whether it was in an enterprise bargaining agreement
discussion or in needing someone to stand up for them
because they are doing it voluntarily.
They could be sitting at home. Those volunteers could
be going to another community meeting or indeed
sitting at home doing nothing. They have chosen to be
giving back to their community. Let me say this to
every CFA volunteer: I want to lead a government that
respects you, not degrades you. I want to lead a
government that stands by you when you are in trouble,
and I will never, never treat you with the disrespect that
the Premier and the Deputy Premier have shown you.
One thing this side of the house will never do that the
Premier and Deputy Premier have done is make any
secret agreement with any third party to do over
60 000 volunteers. We will not be doing that. We will
not be treating our CFA volunteers with disrespect.
Despite all the local fundraising they have done, all the
work they have done to fundraise, like the Lara CFA
did to get their CFA rooms built, and all the lamington
drives, the town fetes and the sausage sizzles —
everything they do, even on election day raising money
through sausage sizzles — those CFAs have been
threatened by the member for Lara, who, mind you, has
got to answer for his crimes in another form and should
answer for how disrespectful he was to the Lara CFA.
While we are speaking of disrespect to CFAs, I note
that there is only one member present in this chamber
who has had his own local CFAs sign statutory
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declarations about their conduct to say that they have
not told the truth and that that member of Parliament
has misled them and has lied about them. Who would it
be? The Minister for Emergency Services, the member
for Monbulk, and that is why they are wishing John
Schurink all the best.
In May 2015 the chief of staff to the responsible
minister resigned after ongoing bullying by Peter
Marshall. But of course, ‘The standard you walk past is
the standard you accept’. Remember that one, or ‘I take
responsibility for each and every thing that happens in
my government as Leader of the Labor Party’?
Remember those ones? On 10 June the minister, the
member for Brunswick, was forced by the Premier to
resign following a crisis cabinet meeting. This was after
bullying allegations where the head of the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) allegedly threatened to put an
axe through her head.
Lo and behold, the new emergency services minister,
the Deputy Premier, came in. What was his first action?
Was it to discipline the head of the UFU for his vile
action in threatening the former minister? Was it to
stand up to UFU intimidation of former Labor staff —
you know, those who stand up for workers? Did he
stand up for the little guy? Did he stand up for staff?
No, instead he sacked the CFA board. He did not stand
up for them; he sacked them. He is a man who stands
up for workers — oh, workers rights! — unless you get
in the way of the UFU; then you are sacked. So those
people were all sacked: Claire Higgins, John Peberdy,
Ross Coyle, Katherine Forrest, Michael Freshwater,
Peter Harmsworth, James Holyman, Michael Tudball
and John Schurink.
On 17 June, just a week later, we had the Premier’s
hand-picked CFA CEO. I might add, that was a very
good appointment. I do not often say he has done a
good job, but it was a good appointment putting
Lucinda Nolan in as the CFA CEO. She was a good
appointment. On this side we would not criticise her.
We thought, ‘No, give them credit — not a bad
appointment’. In fact, she did not last a year, because
she would not be bullied. The guy who supposedly
stands up for women’s rights, who comes in here and
says, ‘The standard you walk past is the standard you
accept’, took her resignation. She would not be bullied
by Peter Marshall.
On 29 June Joe Buffone, the CFA chief officer, quit. He
wrote that the deal that the government had done with
the UFU impeded his vision for the CFA as a modern,
contemporary and inclusive organisation. What did he
mean by that? What he meant by that was that he could
not actually make it an employer of choice for both men
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and women. That is right. It is a government whose
members come into this chamber and put their hands up,
saying, ‘We’re the leaders in equality, but not if you’re
going to go against the wishes of the UFU. We’re the
leaders in equality, except in the fire services’.
On 23 September 2016, Peter Rau resigned as the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) chief officer. The
Minister for Police claimed he resigned for health
reasons, but in an email exchange Mr Rau’s wife
informed 3AW that he resigned due to stress as a result
of bullying by the UFU and the current situation with
the EBA. That was the Minister for Police again — you
know, the one who could not recognise her own staff
when she walked down the street, the one who gave the
security codes and key to the office door to the guy who
was working in her own office, but whom she could not
recognise. That is the minister. The one who told that
mistruth is the one saying, ‘Oh, he resigned due to
health reasons’. Who would trust her again? The police
minister was then forced to apologise for her
misleading comments. I guess she had to adjust her
comments. What was the other one? Oh, she misspoke.
I guess she misspoke.
Darren Davies, the assistant chief fire officer, has
remained on extended leave since May. Andrew
Zammitt, the fellow MFB assistant chief fire officer, is
on indefinite sick leave since July. David Youssef, the
MFB deputy chief fire officer, quit in October 2016
amid EBA strife. In March 2017 Bruce Byatt, the CFA
deputy chief officer, quit. Paul Stacchino, the MFB
acting chief fire officer, resigned in August 2017 as
well. There is a pattern of behaviour. Here it goes. On
7 July 2017 Jim Higgins, the MFB CEO, quit amidst
plans to restructure the Victorian fire services industry
and create Fire Rescue Victoria. It keeps going. In
October 2016 Bob Barry, the assistant chief fire officer
of south-west region, was sacked for being too
supportive of volunteers. I repeat that: someone was
sacked for being too supportive of men and women who
risk their lives to protect Victoria every day of the year.
Ten senior MFB firefighters claimed they were forced
into early retirement by the UFU in October 2017, and
they launched multimillion-dollar legal proceedings
because they claimed they had been victims of a
15-year campaign of bullying, harassment and
intimidation by Peter Marshall, the man whose name
the Premier will not even speak. In January 2018,
finally, Andi Diamond, again a very smart and
experienced person, quit as MFB president, saying she
hopes this is the beginning of the rebuilding of the
organisation after everything it has been through.
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Who would trust these people to keep Victorians safe?
Who on earth would trust these people, after treating
Victorians with so much contempt over such a long
period of time? Who would trust them when, as we all
know, these people cannot manage money? They
cannot manage money, whether it is taxpayers
money — they steal it — or it is the government’s
money, which blows out. They just treat the taxpayer
with contempt, because absolute power corrupts
absolutely. After 15 of 19 years in office, these people
are corrupt.
The West Gate tunnel has blown out by $6.2 billion;
$2 billion the Metro Tunnel has blown out by;
$3.3 billion on level crossing removals; and
$10.8 billion on the north-east link. Blowouts include
the heart hospital, the Frankston line stabling, the
Hoddle Street upgrade, the Casey Hospital expansion,
the Ballarat Line upgrade, the Yan Yean Road
upgrade, the Frankston station upgrade and the V/Line
fleet maintenance.
Some are worthy projects, but the point is that Labor
cannot manage money. It is in their DNA. They cannot
manage money; they steal it. They cannot manage
money; they will take it from you. If they are not taxing
it from you, they are going to steal it from you, because,
as we have found from the Treasurer, there is always a
way to get around the rules, isn’t there? We find that
from the Treasurer. But we are not surprised to find that
from this government because, as we know, this
government is led by a bully. This government is led by
someone who does not match his rhetoric. He is
someone who has said absolutely everything to the
opposite of what he has done since coming into
this chamber.
As I mentioned before, Lucinda Nolan — a very good
appointment by a Labor government, a decent person
who was headhunted by them into the role of CEO of
the Country Fire Authority — was allowed to be
bullied out by a Premier who claims he is a man who
does not tolerate any form of bullying or harassment.
Then we have his minister, the member for Brunswick,
who was bullied out of her job by union thug in Peter
Marshall. She even went public when she was in the
role, stating that the UFU were showing up to every
press conference to intimidate her. How did the UFU
know the locations of press conferences by the Minister
for Emergency Services? Who in her own government
was feeding them that information? Who was telling
them to go and undermine her, to bully her? Who was
doing that? Was it the guy who ultimately got her job?
Was it the member for Monbulk? Was it the Premier of
the state, and his office, who sought and happily got her
resignation?
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Just ask some others about bullying. We on this side of
the house all know the bullying that Donna Bauer went
through when she was the member for Carrum. We
know what was said to Donna Bauer. We know the
comments that have been made about Donna Bauer.
We know the comments that were said to her by union
officials, and we know the comments that the now
Premier apparently made about her, which were
reported back to us by Labor MPs. That is for them
to explain.
I tell you one thing we do not need others to tell us
about: the Premier’s bullying of the member for South
Barwon. The Premier, who is the man who stands up
for equality — you know that one? The Premier who
says that, ‘I will stand up for everyone’, ‘Equality is not
negotiable’.
Who would trust this Premier? I guess you cannot trust
him, and I guess what we have found is that Victorians
cannot trust him. Victorians know that this is not the
man to keep them safe, this is not the man to fix their
roads, this is not the man to keep their power bills down
and this is not the team to respect Victorians.
I want to conclude with the following. We on this side
of the chamber are proud that our members represent
their electorates with pride —
An honourable member — Honesty.
Mr GUY — honesty —
Mr Burgess — Residency.
Mr GUY — and residency: honesty, pride and
residency. It is a real shame the Labor member for
Melton chose to live 56 kilometres away from his
electorate, and that the Labor member for Tarneit chose
to live in Queenscliff and then move to Footscray,
12 kilometres from his electorate. It is a real shame the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety does not drive
down the Monash every day because he would know
what it is like. He lives 37 kilometres away in the
northern suburbs of Melbourne. It is a real shame that
the member for Narre Warren South has never, ever
lived in her growth area seat. It is a real shame that the
member for Broadmeadows prides himself on being a
Broady boy. When I was elected to this Parliament as
an upper house member, I lived in Preston, which is
closer to the Broadmeadows electorate than where the
member for Broadmeadow then lived, in Brighton. The
Broady boy —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr GUY — Would you believe he has moved, but
he is still 11 kilometres from Broadmeadows. You want
to represent them but you do not want to live with
them, do you?
The member for Thomastown lives 9 kilometres away.
The member for Keysborough — remember him, the
Attorney-General — lives 8 kilometres away. He was
the upper house MP who when he was a member for
the western suburbs lived around Black Rock. The
member for Werribee — no wonder he did not care if
they were building a jail in his seat because he lived
20 kilometres away in Williamstown. They were not
building a jail on the Esplanade, so I guess he figured,
‘Couldn’t care less’. That was their attitude. The
member for Bendigo West — she lives 14 kilometres
from her own seat. Of course, lo and behold, the
member for Bellarine has not lived in her seat of
Bellarine since her election 16 years ago. She has never
lived in her seat.
The next election will be fought on trust. Who do you
trust to keep your family safe? Who do you trust to fix
our state’s roads? Who do you trust to get your bills
down? Who do you trust to not treat the taxpayers’
purse as their own and to not treat all Victorians with
contempt? Ask yourself: is Victoria a safer place today
than it was four years ago? Is congestion worse than it
was four years ago? Are our utility bills higher than
they were four years ago? Is the government rorting the
taxpayer more than it ever has before? Why does this
government deserve to survive? It doesn’t. It should be
hounded from office, and if it cannot be on
24 November, it should be today.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (15:13) —
The only leader who —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Can I ask the Deputy
Premier to resume his seat for a moment — with the
help of the Leader of the House.
The Leader of the Opposition was heard in almost
silence. I understand that the chamber on one side was
relatively empty. Nonetheless I will not tolerate levels
of interjection that mean I cannot hear the Deputy
Premier. I also warn members who might not have been
in the chamber — and I am looking in the direction of
the member for Burwood — that I will not have
offensive words thrown around the chamber.
Mr MERLINO — I rise to oppose this desperate
motion born of a Leader of the Opposition hanging on
by his fingernails. This is the day of counting numbers,
and word was this morning that the member for
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Malvern had 23 votes — and I reckon after that
performance by the Leader of the Opposition the
member for Malvern is up to about 25, maybe even
26 votes. Put your money on Michael.
This is an opposition leader searching for a distraction,
in need of a diversion. This is classic misdirection and a
waste of time. It is that old magic trick, that sneaky
sleight of hand. The Leader of the Opposition is
practically begging us, ‘Look over here!’, and not at his
own poor party internals. Do not worry, Leader of the
Opposition, your mates in Canberra will provide plenty
of cover, at least for today. You can see his strategy —
talking about a lack of confidence in us means he does
not have to talk about his colleagues’ lack of
confidence in him. He is a desperate leader of a
distracted party, and they have certainly been distracted
this morning. The Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Kew were heard in Strangers Corridor this
morning bemoaning the 35 votes to Dutton. ‘This is
terrible for us’, they were heard saying. We should
remember that the Leader of the Opposition was the
whip for the Victorian Liberals for Malcolm Turnbull
back in 2015, and he jumped on that plane to Canberra
straightaway to go and congratulate Malcolm Turnbull.
He would be flying up again to Canberra if he could,
but he has got his own issues to worry about.
The Leader of the Opposition is willing to do anything,
but that is the way of this Liberal Party, isn’t it? They
are always willing to do anything and with anyone. The
contrast could not be clearer, because while they pursue
this desperate distraction, we get on with delivering for
Victorians. Let me tell you a little bit about what
delivery looks like. Delivery looks like building 70 new
schools and upgrading 1300 more. Schools and
communities across our state, thanks to this Labor
government, now have the classrooms and the facilities
they deserve. Delivery looks like 340 000 new jobs
since November 2014 — workers and families who,
because of this Labor government, now have the
security and dignity and purpose of work.
Delivery means investing in our schools, in our
hospitals and in the dedicated men and women who
work in them — and some of them were here today as
we introduced legislation to deliver nurse-to-patient
ratios. In the last budget we provided $2.1 billion, but
far more than just a funding figure, it means an extra
86 000 hospital admissions, 49 000 emergency
treatments and the best ambulance response times that
we have ever seen. That is what is at stake in 94 days in
the election at the end of November. That is what is at
stake — not this embarrassing motion by the Leader of
the Opposition. This investment means mums and dads,
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sons and daughters, grandparents and loved ones are
getting the care they need sooner.
The list goes on because we are also investing in skills
and training. When we came to government we
promised that we would rescue TAFE, restore funding
and open campuses. Now we are making our training
and skills sector stronger than ever, creating more than
30 000 additional places, establishing Head Start
apprenticeships in our schools and making 30 TAFE
courses and 20 preapprenticeship courses absolutely
free for Victorians.
Then there is our massive investment in road and rail.
We are building the Metro Tunnel, the biggest public
transport project in the nation, and already we are a year
ahead of schedule. We are building the West Gate
tunnel too, providing that much-needed second river
crossing. We are widening the M80, the West Gate and
the Monash. We are also extending the South Morang
line to Melbourne’s growing north — and that is the
first major suburban rail extension since we actually
built the rail to South Morang. We are upgrading
hundreds of suburban and regional roads, with
thousands of kilometres being repaired and resurfaced.
We also promised that by the end of these four years we
would remove 20 of those dangerous and congested
level crossings. It was an ambitious goal, but we have
not just met that target, we have crushed it, with 26
already gone. For families living in those communities
in Frankston, in Ivanhoe, in Bentleigh, in Bayswater, it
is already making a real difference. Today I can tell the
house that all-up, across all of our major projects that
we have undertaken over the last four years, we have
had more than 49 000 site inductions and we have
completed over 30 million hours of work. When we
promised to get things done in this state, we were
determined not to waste a single day because that is
what real delivery looks like.
Of course we are not just building; we are making our
state fairer and safer too. After not one single extra
officer was funded under the last government — not
one — we are recruiting 3135 police officers.
The Victoria Police Academy is full. It is bursting at
the seams.
We are addressing the issue that so many governments
have failed to do decade after decade after decade — I
am talking about family violence. We commissioned
this nation’s first royal commission and we are
implementing each and every one of its
227 recommendations. Last week we launched the first
four of our new support and safety hubs, giving women
and children who are escaping family violence a
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dedicated space with dedicated support — no more
confusion about where to go for help, and no more
families falling through the gaps.
I could go on and on and on. I have not even mentioned
our breakfast clubs. I have not mentioned abolishing
stamp duty for first home buyers or our record
investment in mental health. Given the chance, I could
be here all day, but instead I would like to use this
opportunity to not only talk about our record of delivery
but also talk about something that makes those
opposite, particularly the opposition leader, more
squeamish than usual, and I am talking about scrutiny.
Although they are happy to point the finger — and you
saw them doing it again just before — they do not like
the same level of attention when it comes to their own
affairs, so let us take this chance to shine a bright light
on the opposition and their agenda — an agenda
defined by cuts, closures, big corporations and a party
crooked to its core.
Let us begin with cuts, shall we, because cuts are in the
Liberals’ DNA. Look no further than their last term in
office, because in just four years they cut $1 billion out
of our schools and they axed the education
maintenance allowance, support for our most
vulnerable families. They axed the School Start bonus,
they slashed $1 billion out of our TAFE system and
they sacked 2400 teachers — and that is just in
education. They also cut from our hospitals, our
ambulances, Victoria Police, V/Line, regional
development — you name it, they cut it.
You would think that after the 2014 election they would
do an about-face; they would learn their lesson. But so
arrogant is the Liberal Party that they actually called
their post-election review Good Government for
Victoria. That was their post-election review.
Unemployment up, classrooms falling apart, an
ambulance system in crisis, and they have the nerve to
call that period a period of good government.
And this opposition is no different. They have already
told us — they have laid out their intentions — that if
elected they will conduct a so-called commission of
audit in their first 100 days. While the opposition might
try to hide behind those words, we all know what a
commission of audit really means. It is code for cuts —
cuts to the school breakfast program, cuts to support for
families covering the cost of uniforms, cuts to the
Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund, and that is just
what they have told us about. Mark my words, there is
even more to come, because as much as they like
cutting, they like closing even more.
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Members in this place will know just how important
Lilydale TAFE is to me and to the communities that I
represent. But under the previous Liberal government
the Swinburne Lilydale campus was shut down,
boarded up and set to be sold off to developers. There
was quite literally a padlock on its gates. We know that
several hundred students were impacted immediately
by that closure, but we will never know how many
more lives were touched, how many more opportunities
were lost and how many more families suffered as a
result of that cold and calculated decision from the
Liberals. And it was not just Lilydale — they closed
22 TAFE sites across our state from Greensborough to
Glenormiston. In 2014, in just one year under those
opposite, we saw TAFE enrolments go backwards by
one-third. Closures are a part of the Liberal legacy. It is
a part of their DNA.
You do not go back to the previous Liberal
government — you go back the one before, to the
Kennett Liberal government. Under his government
more than 300 schools were closed, with sites sold off
to developers; a dozen hospitals were closed down with
around 2000 nurses let go; and in regional Victoria, the
so-called toenails of the state, rail to Maryborough, rail
to Ararat and rail to Bairnsdale were all closed down.
Again, you would think that those opposite would be
ashamed, they would realise the error of their ways and
try to make amends. But of course there is no shame,
there are no regrets. They did not care then and they do
not care now.
Indeed, the Leader of the Opposition described Premier
Kennett just recently as a ‘visionary leader’. That is one
way to put it. The Leader of the Opposition also spoke
fondly of his time working in Kennett’s office. In fact
so keen is the Leader of the Opposition to work again
with his mentor, with his hero, that he has plans to
reinstall him, putting him back in charge, calling the
shots and pulling the strings.
It raises even more questions about the judgement of
the Leader of the Opposition. How can Victorians back
a man who backs Jeff Kennett? Well, the answer is they
cannot, because this is not an opposition that is on the
same side as ordinary Victorians. This opposition
would rather back corporations. We saw no clearer
example of that than over the weekend, because while
we announced our plans for half-price solar panels,
saving families hundreds of dollars every year on their
electricity bills, creating thousands of jobs and putting
power back into the hands of Victorians, where was the
opposition? I will tell you where they were, where they
always are — in the pockets of big business.
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But it is not a surprise. There is a clear precedent from
when the Leader of the Opposition served our state as
the Minister for Planning. Remember when he ticked
off on a monster new development at 555 Collins
Street? Remember that monster development? It just
happened to be owned by a Liberal Party benefactor —
a coincidence, I am sure.
An honourable member — Not the only one.
Mr MERLINO — Not the only one. This is one
example. Yet 12 months later, without a single shovel
out of the ground, that developer managed to sell off
the site and pocket $38 million, secured with the help of
the then Minister for Planning. When it comes to
carving up our state, the opposition leader really is our
greatest salesman. He has no hesitation in slicing and
dicing up our city and selling it off to the highest bidder
or the closest Liberal Party donor.
Like a fish stinks from the head and like an apple rots
from the inside out, this is an opposition that is crooked
to its core. It is hard to know where to begin — so
many examples — but let us go way back to 2011 with
Ventnor. As the Age put it:
The botched rezoning of farmland on Phillip Island cost
taxpayers millions of dollars and has left a major question
hanging over Mr Guy’s judgement.

Well, I will say it has. Not only did he sign off on that
dodgy deal; he went out of his way to avoid scrutiny.
That is the record of this opposition leader, and it
continues to this day. Just last week there was a Phillip
Island regional shadow cabinet forum. Guess who was
not there. The opposition leader was not there. He is a
bit scared to show his face on Phillip Island, because he
knows that what he did there was wrong, it was dodgy
and it has yet to be exposed. He never lets democracy
and due process get in the way. Take the overnight
rezoning of Fishermans Bend in 2012. He sold out a
whole suburb — an entire community — just to profit
his Liberal Party mates and donors, including the
party’s honorary federal Treasurer, Andrew Burnes.
There is nothing that the bloke who sits there will not
do for a buck — nothing he will not do — including
wining and dining a man who Victoria Police say has
serious connections to organised crime in this state. But
to the opposition leader he is just ‘cousin Tony’,
because the man who wants to be the next Premier is
also the mobster’s best mate. I could go on, I really
could. I have not even touched on the $5000
sandwiches in penthouse suites. ‘Fishy’ does not even
begin to describe it.
Let us fast-forward a few years. Let us fast-forward
instead to those reams of dodgy invoices and doctored
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receipts that created $1.5 million in kickbacks. The
Ombudsman has confirmed that she is investigating this
matter, and that is only right, because there are still
some very serious questions that must be answered.
Those opposite will have you believe that the matter is
done and dusted and that with their former —
Mr Clark interjected.
Mr MERLINO — Yes, the manager of opposition
business tells me, ‘Mantach is in jail’. He has just told
me Mantach has gone to jail. Yes, that is right, the
former Liberal Party director was convicted and jailed,
and that is true, but that is only half of the story. The
other half that has not been fully examined is the
knowledge and the behaviour of those opposite,
because for Damien Mantach’s dodgy and dishonest
scheme to have worked, it would have to have relied on
those opposite signing their names to it. It is a
million-dollar fraud that could only have happened with
the participation, the facilitation and the sign-off of
Liberal Party members past and present — inflated
prices, doctored receipts, years and years of
experience — and still they expect us to believe that
they had no idea. They ought to have known, they
would have known and yet they kept signing their
names.
That brings me to the Hamilton Spectator. I am glad the
member for Lowan is here. I think there has been a bit
of leaning on this august publication. I think there has
been a bit of leaning of late, but the truth is right there
in black and white, and I quote again from that email:
Can we make sure November bookings have October dates
on the invoices? Due to government rules around the
elections they are not allowed to process anything with
November dates on!

An honourable member — It was an accident.
Mr MERLINO — Yes, it was an accident. There is
nothing ambiguous there; they did the wrong thing with
those 53 dodgy invoices. The member for Lowan and
her office did the wrong thing with that invoice for
November bookings.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, standing
order 118 is very clear. Unless he has got a substantive
motion about members on this side or about the
member for Lowan —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Watt — No, this is a substantive motion about
you crooks; it is not about us. It is a substantive motion
about the crooks on that side.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member for
Burwood would be aware that this is a substantive
motion.
Mr MERLINO — Thank you, Deputy Speaker.
This is a substantive motion.
Mr Watt interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Member for
Burwood, you are cautioned.
Mr MERLINO — They keep trying to cover it up.
They do not like it when the spotlight is put on their
behaviour. The truth does hurt, because when it came
time to ask the Ombudsman to investigate fully a
wholesome examination of every party and of every
MP, those opposite voted against their own conduct
being scrutinised at every single turn.
The people of Victoria deserve better than this
opposition. They deserve better than their cuts and
closures. They deserve better than their support of big
corporations and crooks. They deserve better than a
compromised Leader of the Opposition and they
certainly deserve better than this motion. Our
Parliament should be debating the issues that matter to
Victorians, not serving as a distraction for the Leader of
the Opposition, desperate to talk about anything but his
leadership. The fact is that those opposite are already
talking about his leadership. They are already doing the
numbers. It was 23 this morning and it is more than 23
right now. I urge all members of this house to vote
against this embarrassing, desperate, distracting motion.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (15:41) — I seek an
hour as a lead speaker for another party.
Ms Allan — No. You are not another party.
Mr WALSH — We are another party.
Ms Allan — You are the coalition.
Mr WALSH — We are the National Party.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Leave is not granted.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Murray Plains will resume his seat. Sessional
order 12 states:
… subject to any agreement to the contrary, additional time
provided for the lead speaker of any party does not apply
where such a party has advised the Speaker that it is in a
coalition arrangement with another party.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
my understanding is that the Leader of The Nationals
sought leave to speak for 1 hour. Clearly it is up to the
government to refuse, or any other member if they want
to. I certainly have not heard the Leader of the House
refuse it at this stage. I think she should confirm the
position in that respect.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Is leave granted?
Ms Allan — I am delighted to uphold the standing
orders and refuse leave.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Leave is not granted.
Mr WALSH — I rise to support the Leader of the
Opposition in his motion that the government no longer
has the confidence of this house. The tone of a state is
set by the leadership of the state, and the leadership of
this state is the Premier and the executive government.
We have a Premier in this state and we have an
executive government in this state who are bullies, who
are rorters, who are corrupt and who will leave no stone
unturned to do whatever they can to prosper themselves
at the expense of Victoria.
The Premier and the executive government have no
respect for the Parliament, have no respect for the rule
of law and, as the motion says, they no longer have the
confidence of this house to govern this state. They no
longer have the respect of Victorians. They treat
Victorian taxpayers like an ATM, put their credit card
in and get their money out, and there is example after
example of that happening. There is a sense of
entitlement from the Labor Party that sits on the other
side of this house. There is a born-to-rule mentality
amongst them. They have been in government for 15 of
19 years and there is a born-to-rule mentality on that
side of the house. They will do anything and they will
destroy anyone who gets in the way of their right to
entitlement and what they believe they should have.
It goes right back to a dictaphone. It goes right back to
that. If you cannot tell the truth about a dictaphone, how
can you tell the truth about anything? Was it stolen?
Was it lost? Did it get listened to? Did notes get taken
from the dictaphone? Was it actually destroyed so
no-one knew whether it was listened to or not? If you
cannot even tell the truth about a dictaphone, how can
you have the confidence of Victorians to run this state?
We all remember hearing before the last election, ‘The
contract for the east–west link is not worth the paper it
is written on’ and ‘It will not cost one dollar to tear up
that contract’. Yet later it cost $1.3 billion to not build
that road. The road would only have cost the Victorian
taxpayer $2 billion. For another $700 million the east–
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west link would be well on the way to being built by
now, instead of having $1.3 billion go down the drain.
It will be referred to many times in this debate today,
the election eve promise to Peter Mitchell on the steps
of Parliament looking down the camera: ‘Peter, I make
a promise to each and every Victorian I will not
increase taxes. I will not introduce new taxes’. We
know all the new taxes and we know all the tax
increases that have happened in this state. There was no
respect for Victorians in that promise — a promise that
has been broken over and over again.
We can talk about the respect of the Parliament. The
former Speaker, the person that is here to uphold the
integrity of this house, decided he wanted to go and live
in Queenscliff so he could claim the second residence
allowance. After going to live in Queenscliff — he
could not live in his own seat of Tarneit; he wanted to
live in Queenscliff — he claimed $37 000, rorting the
system around the second residence allowance. Also,
there is the former Deputy Speaker — the second of
two officers who are here to uphold the integrity of this
house. He lived in Ballarat at one stage and then lived
in a caravan at Ocean Grove because his flat in
Mordialloc was too small. He actually wanted
something more spacious to live in so he lived in a
caravan at Ocean Grove and claimed something like
$174 000 from the Victorian taxpayer for the pleasure
of doing that — no respect for Victorians at all.
Again, the Deputy President — three out of four
Presiding Officers in these two chambers are Labor
Party Presiding Officers. One is a Liberal. Who are the
three that have been in trouble for rorting the system?
The former Speaker and the former Deputy Speaker in
this house, and the Deputy President in the other place
for rorting the printing allowances there, for which
there is an investigation that is still ongoing.
But I think if you talk about the sense of entitlement,
the thing that takes the cake for all Victorians is
chauffeuring your dogs around. Two dogs, Patch and
Ted — poor old Patch and Ted, they are infamous in
this state now. I feel sorry for those two dogs. They are
victims of their master putting them in the back of a
chauffeured limousine to go to Trentham and back. If
you talk about a sense of entitlement, who in their right
mind would think that it is okay to have a chauffeur
specially to take their dogs around? Maybe Miss Daisy
should have a chauffeur, but not Patch and Ted. If you
think about the sense of entitlement, that takes the cake
of the corruption and the moral ineptitude of this
particular government.
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If you think about regional Victoria and the sale of the
port, there was an agreement for 10 per cent of that
money, $970 million, to be spent on regional
infrastructure. That has not happened. It has just gone
into recurrent. It has not actually upgraded anything in
regional Victoria. If you look at the $200 million from
the sale of the Rural Finance Corporation, it disappeared
into recurrent funding — never went back into regional
Victoria. If you actually look at the other half of the
Rural Finance sale, the Murray Basin rail project, a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to upgrade the rail tracks
of north-west Victoria, it is $100 million over budget,
the contractor has been sacked and subcontractors are
not being paid. It is two years behind, and I do not think
it will ever really be finalised.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — As the interjector said, it is a
project that has been absolutely botched. But if you talk
about regional Victoria, why would any government go
to war with 60 000 volunteers in the Country Fire
Authority (CFA)? Why would you be so arrogant that
you believe you could go to war with 60 000 volunteers
and get away with it?
Anyone who actually stood up for those volunteers
within the organisation of the CFA has had their career
trashed. All those people who were in leadership roles
in the CFA that actually did the right things by those
volunteers have been trashed. They have been sacked.
They have had their reputations destroyed. Two years
ago the Premier actually said, ‘This dispute needed
fixing, and I fixed it’. Two years on there is more chaos
than ever, and we have a situation where, with a
drought, we are probably going into a very dangerous
fire season. We have the CFA in the situation it is in
because of the Premier and because of the Deputy
Premier of this state, and there is a real risk that we are
not as prepared as we would have been.
Four years ago would you have heard anyone in
Victoria, would you have heard the media outlets,
actually talking about carjackings or about home
invasions? In the last four years those two things have
become part of the vernacular of this state because there
is a government that is soft on crime and actually lets
people get away with crime. Carjackings and home
invasions are not things that were talked about every day
in this state four years ago. They are now talked about
on a daily basis and reported in the media accordingly.
And you have got a government that is in absolute
denial that this is an issue. For some reason it is the
ostrich — you put your head in the sand, and it is going
to go away. Nothing is going to happen. If we deny it, it
is not there. The people of Victoria most certainly do

NO CONFIDENCE IN GOVERNMENT
2840

ASSEMBLY

know that. And crime is not just a city issue; crime is
very much a country issue as well, particularly with the
burglaries in our smaller towns and the ram raids to our
main street shops. People have had enough of the crime
that is going on in this state.
The other issue that people talk about all the time is the
cost of living. That goes back to that broken promise
with Peter Mitchell on election eve. A huge increase in
the coal tax in this state, $250 million more in coal
royalties, forced the closure of Hazelwood — 22 per
cent of our state generation capacity taken out, prices
up. Once this state used to be proud of the fact that it
had affordable, reliable power. We had a manufacturing
sector that grew up around having affordable, reliable
power. We no longer have that. We have a debate
based on ideology rather than a debate based on fact,
and we are forcing businesses and jobs out of this state.
Melbourne was once very proud of the fact that it was
voted the most livable city in the world. We have
actually lost the title of the most livable city in this
world under this particular government.
I suppose, in my last few minutes of the 15 minutes, the
thing that has actually brought all this to a head is the
red shirts rorts. For some reason the Labor Party
believed that members could dupe parliamentary
allowances to have the Parliament pay for staff to
actually electioneer for them at the last election. The
nub of this issue — and this is where the legality comes
into it — is that we all know that if we employ casual
or part-time people in our electorate offices, there is an
A4 sheet which has each day on it, which is filled in by
the person who is working there and actually says how
many hours they worked on that day. On the bottom of
that sheet there are two spots to sign: one for the person
who is working for the MP to sign and one for the MP
to sign to say that person actually worked those hours
and worked those hours in that MP’s office. That is
how the system works —
An honourable member — That is how it is meant
to work.
Mr WALSH — Exactly, that is how it is meant to
work. The rort here — and the illegality here — that I
believe the police will actually find when they seriously
investigate this, is that Labor Party MPs were asked to
sign blank forms and they were sent to another MP’s
office, where the person who was technically employed
by that MP who was signing the forms actually worked,
and then they were signed by that particular person in
that office not working in the office of the MP who had
actually filled that form in initially. That is the nub of
the issue here: that those MPs involved were there to
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fraudulently take money from the Parliament to pay for
those people to do that work.
The fact that there are 21 MPs mentioned in the
Ombudsman’s report is an absolute shame on the Labor
Party and a shame on this house for what they done, but
more important is the fact that there are six ministers
involved in that. We have six ministers of the Crown
who have been found by the Ombudsman to have
rorted the system, who are now being investigated by
the police and who will not stand aside. The
Westminster convention is that if a minister is being
investigated, particularly if a minister is being
investigated by the police, they should stand aside from
their job. Those six ministers should be standing aside.
But it actually gets worse than there being six ministers
that should stand aside; there are also the two top law
officers of this state, the Attorney-General and the
Minister for Police. The Attorney-General allegedly
signed forms to benefit another MP, and the police
minister was a beneficiary of someone signing forms to
have someone work in her office. So you have got the
two top law officers of this state — the people that sit at
the pinnacle of the legal system — accused of rorting
the system and being investigated by police, and they
will not stand aside; their jobs go on.
On the motion that is before the house, moved by the
Leader of the Opposition, I would urge those MPs on
the other side of the house who believe in integrity,
believe in the Westminster system and believe in the
oath — because when we come back after an election
we walk up there, we put our hand on the Bible and we
swear allegiance to Victoria, to the Queen and to the
fact that we will do the right thing and uphold the laws
of this state. I believe that the Labor Party and
particularly those 21 MPs and, even more importantly,
those six ministers, have actually lost sight of the oath
they swore when they came into this house after the last
election. They no longer deserve the right or the
privilege to serve the people of Victoria. They swore
that oath, and I believe they have broken that oath and
no longer have the confidence of this house and no
longer have the confidence of the people of Victoria.
It is also going to be interesting in the vote on this
motion as to how the minor parties and Independents in
this place vote. If they actually believe in upholding the
law, in the rule of law and in the oath they took when
Parliament was convened after the last election, they
can do nothing else but stand in this place and support
the Leader of the Opposition in his motion that this
house has lost confidence in the government and
government members should all resign.
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Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(15:58) — Can I say, the National Party lost sight of
country Victoria a long, long time ago. They have sold
out country Victoria time and time again —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of
the House to continue.
Ms ALLAN — They sold out country Victoria time
and time again, and in here today we have seen it again.
How dare the Leader of the National Party try and
lecture —
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member for
Hawthorn! The Leader of the House to continue.
Ms ALLAN — How dare the Leader of the
National Party try and lecture other minor parties in this
place and tell them how to vote, because like the sheep
they are the National Party always blindly follow the
Liberal Party, and for regional Victoria that means
cuts — cuts to V/Line, which we inherited when we
came to government, closure of country rail lines,
closure of country schools —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Members leaving the
chamber please do so quickly and quietly.
Ms ALLAN — The Leader of the Opposition
framed this debate around trust. Well, country Victoria
knows from bitter experience time and time again that
you cannot trust the National Party when they are in
bed with the Liberal Party to form government. It is
only with the National Party that the Liberal Party can
form government. That is what the National Party MPs
should be reflecting on whilst the Leader of the
National Party tries to give lectures to other members in
this place and telling them how they should vote.
On this motion, as we have seen, the Leader of the
Opposition spoke for, I think, an hour or more. I kind of
lost track because there was no new information
presented in the contribution by the Leader of the
Opposition. We have seen nothing new, and that just
underscores that this is just a reckless stunt pulled by
the Leader of the Opposition in his desperation to have
an audience for his presentation. He forced everyone to
turn up here. They had no choice; they all had to turn
up. But he provided no new information to the house.
But I am happy to provide information to the house on
why, if it comes to trust, if it comes to a record of
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delivering for all Victorians, if it comes in terms of who
can be trusted to deliver the services that families rely
on to get around this state, it is the Andrews Labor
government. If you compare it to the four years
between 2010 and 2014, not a single major public
transport project was undertaken — not one even
started — and the contrast in the last four years could
not be more stark. We are up to around $30 billion of
public transport —
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned.
Ms ALLAN — Speaker, we are up to around
$30 billion currently being spent on public transport
projects. As we heard from the Deputy Speaker, on the
Metro Tunnel project 7000 jobs — unblocking the city
loop — will be created through the construction of the
Metro Tunnel. We saw that that was a project scrapped
by the former government. You want to talk about
trust? We all remember the former Premier down there
handing out airline tickets for a project that did not even
exist. We have got this project started, and it is now
underway, it is supporting thousands of jobs and it is on
track to be finished a full year ahead of schedule.
On level crossings, in the decade before we came to
office only seven level crossings had been removed.
We are up to 26, with three more to go before the end
of the year: at Abbotts Road in Dandenong, Seaford
Road in Seaford and Buckley Street in Essendon.
Twenty-nine will be gone, exceeding — smashing —
the target that we set ourselves. Also we have to
remember why we are doing these level crossing
removals. It is making these communities safety. It is
reducing road congestion. It is giving us capacity to run
more train services, and again it is creating jobs in local
communities.
I know this is a bit of a bleat at those opposite, but
where we have had the opportunity to do more, we
have done more. In terms of the level crossing
removals, yes, we said we would remove those level
crossings. What we did not say, though, was that we
would build the new stations, upgrade the power and
signalling and duplicate the track. We did not say that at
the last election, but when we came into government
and saw there was an opportunity to do more — to
invest in the metropolitan rail network so we could run
more services for suburban communities — we
grabbed that opportunity with both hands, and we are
absolutely proud of that investment that we have made.
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On Sunday we will be celebrating the opening of the
Mernda rail line — 8 kilometres of track, three new
stations and nearly 1000 extra weekday services for the
Mernda community. It is a fantastic project that the
member for Yan Yean and the member for Mill Park
have worked so very hard on for a long time. It was
started, funded and finished by a Labor government in
less than four years. That is because we understood that
we needed to get on and get on very quickly with this
project and so many more. Unlike those opposite, who
wanted to bring in rolling stock and not support local
jobs or the rolling stock manufacturing sector, we have
taken a different approach. Whether it is our new
high-capacity trains, buying trains from Alstom in
Ballarat or buying trains and trams from Bombardier in
Dandenong, we are not just buying new rolling stock
for our transport network but supporting jobs in local
communities as well.
I am so very proud to say we are upgrading every single
regional rail passenger line in regional Victoria, we are
delivering the Murray Basin project, we are buying new
trains for the regional network and we are delivering
those new trains to communities like Bairnsdale and
Warrnambool and along the north-east line because
these are communities that need these modern trains. If
those opposite, who were in government previously, are
not cutting funding to V/Line, they are cutting train
lines. We take a very different approach in supporting
our regional passengers and our regional communities,
because we understand so keenly and so well that
regional communities rely on good public transport
links. If it comes to trust, you can sure as hell trust Labor
to invest in public transport in regional Victoria and in
metropolitan Melbourne, for suburban communities and
for the centre of the city. It is about supporting the
public transport infrastructure, but most importantly it is
the services that come from that infrastructure
investment that our growing community needs.
What have we seen while we have been trying to get on
and deliver these programs? We have seen a
determined campaign from those opposite to try to stop
our delivery of public transport projects. They have
used every excuse under the sun to try to stop the Metro
Tunnel project. It was the cost, it was the route, it was
the location of the stations, it was the trees, it was the
traffic disruption or it was the impact on businesses.
You name it. They tried to find every excuse under the
sun to try to stop the Metro Tunnel project. It is
underway. It is being delivered despite the attempts of
those opposite to stop it. We saw them do that on the
Frankston line. They tried to stop the massive $2 billion
investment in public transport improvements that are
being undertaken on the Frankston line. That was put at
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risk as well by those opposite. We want to continue,
and we know we have to continue, this investment.
That is one of the things that is at grave, grave risk. We
have seen this programming from the Liberal-Nationals
coalition when they were last in opposition before the
2010 election. The last time the Liberals were in
government they broke every single one of the public
transport commitments they committed to. They
promised Doncaster rail; they scrapped it. They
promised rail to Rowville; they scrapped that too. They
promised rail to Avalon; that went as well. They did not
lay a single metre of track on any one of their election
commitments, and now what do we see? We see they
are trying it on again.
They think the community has not worked them out by
now. The community certainly has. They will not be
taken for the fools that those opposite try and convince
them that they are. They are not silly enough to take the
Liberals at their word, because so far what we have
seen is that the Liberals and The Nationals are trying to
fool communities. Whether it is communities in
Eltham, Clyde, Baxter or Gippsland, every single one
of the commitments that have been made by the Liberal
and National parties have been undercooked and
massively underfunded. We know what happens when
they come into government in that scenario: they
simply do not deliver those projects. So why would
anyone believe anything the Liberal Party, the National
Party or the two parties standing next to one another say
on public transport promises?
One of the other areas I want to touch on is
commitments closer to home in Bendigo. Again, if this
is a question of trust and who you can have confidence
in to deliver, I can tell you who that person is, and that
is our Premier. I want to tell a story as to why I believe
that to be the case. It was one of the proudest times —
in fact I will say it was the proudest time — I have had
in my nearly 19 years in this place to be there last
Friday to celebrate the opening of the new Bendigo
Hospital. It was the proudest, proudest project not
because it was built and started by a Labor government,
finished by a Labor government and had to be bloody
fought for very hard by a Labor opposition on the way
through. What it means is that my community and
indeed communities of surrounding members of
Parliament —
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms ALLAN — It means that families with cancer
do not have to travel —
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern will come to order.
Ms ALLAN — It means that people with cancer do
not necessarily have to travel to Melbourne. It means
that critically ill women with critically ill babies do not
have to travel to Melbourne. And I will tell —
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Member for Malvern,
this is your last warning.
Ms ALLAN — I am delighted to lay the history of
this issue bare. We started this project. In 2006 we
committed to the planning. It was opposed by those
opposite. In 2009 we funded the first stage of works in
the budget. In 2010 we committed to the full funding of
this project. It was opposed by those opposite, and the
Bendigo-based member of the upper house, Damian
Drum, did not commit to it. It was not until they were
dragged kicking and screaming before the 2010
election that they even bothered to commit to it.
Do you know what they then tried to do in
government? They tried to impose an inferior option on
the Bendigo community because they did not like the
company being in alignment with the CFMEU, who
were part of delivering that project. We have that on
FOI. We had to fight damn hard for our hospital in
Bendigo against those opposite. They were prepared to
foist an inferior option on the Bendigo community, and
do you know who was with the Bendigo community
every single step of the way on our fight to get our new
hospital? It was the then health minister, the Leader of
the Opposition through opposition and the now
Premier. He stood by our community as we fought
every single step of the way to get our new hospital.
We are damn proud of our new hospital. You go there
now and you see the expanded workforce, funded by a
Labor government, not cut into like those opposite. We
had to fight for hospital funding as well during 2010
and 2014.
The other story I want to share with you is one that I
know the Deputy Speaker knows well. As opposition
leader the Premier was a very strong supporter when
the member for Bendigo West and I were working with
the Kalianna School Bendigo community to get a new
school building. They were pleading with the
government of the day to even have their voice heard
on why they needed a new school building. Why is this
school important? This school supports some of the
most vulnerable students in our community — children
with a disability, children with an intellectual
disability —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — Goodness me, they cannot even
give respect to children with a disability. You lot are a
disgrace. You are atrocious. It was the Leader of the
Opposition who made a commitment from opposition,
and — guess what — in government we are delivering
them a brand-new school that those children absolutely
deserve and that the staff in that school
absolutely deserve.
It is about respect, and that is what Labor governments
do. We invest in those services. We invest in those
buildings because we respect communities right across
the state — big and small, no matter what part of the
state they are in. That is why we have got a record
school-building program. That is why we have got a
record investment in public transport. That is why we
have got investment in health services as well. It is
about respecting and understanding in government. It is
not about cuts and closures that we know come from
the opposition. We know that that is in their DNA.
Labor governments take a very, very different
approach, and under the Premier’s leadership that
approach has been to push on and make those
investments that are vitally needed for our community.
Whether it is schools in Bendigo, a beautiful new
Bendigo Hospital —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Polwarth is
warned.
Ms ALLAN — or investment in the big public
transport infrastructure projects, this is what Premier
Andrews has driven throughout Victoria. It is about
supporting jobs, it is about supporting communities and
it is about supporting families. Those opposite, we
know, do not understand what it means to deliver these
services, because when they come into government all
they do is cut. Whether it is a teacher they are happy to
sack or a nurse they are prepared to put off at the
hospital, that is the record of Liberal governments. We
take a very different approach. I, as a minister and as a
member of Parliament, am very proud to serve in the
Premier’s team, and we want to continue to work very
hard, which is why we will campaign every single day
with every inch of effort we have got against the
Liberal-National parties and their agenda of cuts.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (16:13) — As I said
last sitting week, the public expects us, as MPs, to have
the highest level of integrity, and so we should. It really
is a privilege to be elected to this Parliament, and we
are supposed to use that privilege to actually improve
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the lives of all Victorians, to make sure that all
Victorians have access to the services that they need to
live a good life and to protect our environment for now
and for future generations. MPs are not elected to sit in
this place to try and figure out how to get more money
for themselves, so it has been incredibly sad and
disappointing for us to see so many misuses of public
funds by MPs in this place simply for their own
personal gain. It erodes trust in our public institutions,
but also it is just plain wrong. It is no wonder that we
are seeing the rise of smaller parties like the Greens or
Independents in politics around the country, because
people, frankly, are sick of the two old parties using the
system for themselves.
Any misuse of public funds is incredibly serious and
cannot be swept under the carpet. That is why we found
it quite shocking and also incredibly disappointing to see
the lengths that the Labor Party went to, including
spending huge amounts of taxpayer funds to block the
Ombudsman investigating their MPs and ministers who
were accused of using public funds to pay their
organisers for the election campaign. Labor ministers
and the Premier really do need to reflect on their own
behaviour, and it is disappointing they are not taking
responsibility for their wrongdoing. It really is
paramount that they do so. Instead there have been
attempts to shut down legitimate inquiries right from the
beginning. All along the Greens supported the
Ombudsman and the Privileges Committee investigating
these alleged rorts. We want to get to the bottom of it;
we want to make sure it never happens again.
It is clear that there are grey areas in the Members
Guide about what is and is not allowable under MP
budgets. The Ombudsman herself said that there is
undoubtedly a blurred line between permissible and
impermissible uses of parliamentary funds and that
reform is needed to give the public confidence that
public funds could not be used in this manner in future.
But there is a real difference between MPs genuinely
attempting to do the right thing and finding it difficult
because the rules are confusing and MPs knowingly
and actively doing the wrong thing and in fact actively
seeking to exploit the grey areas and even being
directed to do so by senior people in their parties. Using
electorate officers to campaign as field organisers in
marginal seats — clearly using taxpayer funds for
political election campaigning — on my reading of the
Members Guide, and I would suggest on any
layperson’s reading of the Members Guide, is not a
grey area. This is clearly outside the rules.
Yes, many Labor MPs seem to be sitting in this place
because of the activities of these organisers, who were
improperly paid for by the taxpayer. For example, the

Tuesday, 21 August 2018

member for Richmond, who does not often get
mentioned in regard to this matter, only won his seat of
Richmond from the Greens by a handful of votes, and
the Ombudsman notes that he was helped by a
taxpayer-funded election organiser. Would he have
won this seat without taxpayer support? We do not
know, but I am sure the voters of Richmond are pretty
disappointed by his involvement in the matter.
Elections should be a contest of ideas, not a contest of
who has the deepest pockets or who is best able to get
away with misusing taxpayer dollars.
There is little doubt in my mind that the architects of
the scheme in the Labor Party knew exactly what they
were doing. This is very, very different from
unknowingly wading into the confusing grey areas of
the Members Guide, such as not quite being sure what
wording you are allowed to put in a mail-out. Suffice to
say, we have been incredibly disappointed in Labor for
their actions. However, we do not support the
Liberal-National parties’ attempts to constantly use this
issue as a battering ram against the Labor Party heading
into the election just so they can try and get some
headlines and some extra votes. This is a public
mud-slinging match. No wonder the public has so little
trust in politicians. The public expects us to be here in
Parliament to talk about the big issues facing us all,
such as how to improve our schools, our health system,
our public transport system or our public housing
system and how to tackle climate change and protect
our environment. But instead all the public has been
hearing is one side beating up on the other side.
Let us not forget that there are also allegations hanging
over the head of the Liberal-National parties regarding
the misuse of taxpayer funds.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn is warned.
Ms SANDELL — This is a coalition that is
spreading fear and misinformation in our community, a
party that is blaming African gangs for almost
everything, aiming to whip up fear and win votes by
stoking racism in our community. This is a coalition
that is trying to tell Victorians that crime is rising when
that could not be further from the truth. This is a
coalition that still wants to build the economically and
environmentally disastrous east–west toll road despite
the road being profoundly rejected by voters at the last
election. This is a coalition that wants to destroy our
health and our climate by building more coal plants and
ripping up virtually all our environmental and
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renewable energy laws, something that makes
absolutely no sense whatsoever in a modern economy.
These are two parties with no plan for dealing with the
big issues in Victoria and that simply want to distract
from their bad ideas by beating up the opposition. The
public wants us in Parliament doing our jobs, passing
bills and dealing with the big issues. They do not want
us wasting time on political games, so the Greens will
not be supporting this no-confidence motion.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Euroa!
Ms SANDELL — All members in this place have
the right to move a motion of no confidence in the
government. That is their right. And we are very
prepared to let this debate run so that all MPs can have
their say, but it must be within reason. A no-confidence
motion is a very serious matter. Debate must be
allowed to happen, but we will not support using the
full week to rehash the same arguments over and over
again if it is adding nothing further to the debate. There
are several other important things on the agenda this
week, such as important changes to the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 to protect renters, something which
came about due to the Northcote by-election. We need
to get to that this week. There are substantial changes
that will really help people.
I also wish that the government and opposition would
allow us time to get to the real heart of this matter,
which is: what are we going to do to actually fix the
systems that currently lead to MPs misusing their
allowances? The Ombudsman noted in her report that
not only does the Members Guide need to be revised
but stronger independent investigation and enforcement
powers are needed to respond to alleged breaches.
I would like to point out that for a very long time the
Greens have been calling for a parliamentary standards
commissioner who would have oversight of MPs’
expenditure and the ability to actually enforce the rules
and investigate when rules are broken. To me it just
seems crazy that we do not have something like this
now. The Greens leader, Samantha Ratnam, has written
to the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition to ask
for their support for amendments in legislation to
establish an independent parliamentary standards
commissioner. This is not a new idea; it has been
around for a really long time. So I personally am quite
disappointed that we are debating this rather than
the solutions.
I wish we were actually having a substantive debate
about how to fix the problem, but instead we are
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debating a no-confidence motion because it gives the
Liberal Party a platform to beat up the government and
win a few more votes. It is a real shame that neither
party seems interested in real solutions. The opposition
of course has a right to move a no-confidence motion,
but all Victorian voters will have a right in less than
100 days to decide who they want as Victoria’s
government in a general election. I believe that voters
will look carefully at the behaviour of both sides of
politics when casting their vote and will reward those
who are genuinely interested in improving the lives of
all Victorians, not just those who are here just to gain
power for themselves.
So in conclusion, I urge all MPs in this place to reflect
on their behaviour and ask themselves: are they really
living up to what the public expects of us, the
privileged few who are elected to sit in this Parliament?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (16:22) — It is a privilege to speak on this
two-bob stunt from the opposition. While they are into
stunts, we are actually into getting things done because
we had four years when nothing much happened, when
we had 450 staff cut from VicRoads and we did not
have many major projects started or completed. We
spent four years waiting for an east–west link that never
got off the ground. And then we found a poisoned pill
in that — to suddenly have turn-up money delivered to
those who had not actually done anything. So in many
ways who would you trust? Well, you trust those who
actually contract these projects properly.
Our state was very much falling behind. We were
growing at 0.8 per cent. Geez, you have got to work
hard to mug the economy and be growing at 0.8 per
cent — you have really got to be pretty lazy. The fact
that you could allow the economy to grow at 0.8 per
cent, virtually abandon capital expenditure by the
government and virtually sit still and watch the world
go by should hang around your necks for the rest of
your lives. That was a disgraceful, lazy exercise where
there was no jobs growth and the place was coming to a
standstill. And let us be very clear: when you went into
conservative circles, there was hardly an individual
who would defend the last lot. They were actually
saying they were the most hopeless lot they had ever
seen in their lives, and growth of 0.8 per cent very
much highlighted how absolutely hopeless they were.
We got in and we had a positive plan — none of this
rubbish. What we have had from the Leader of the
Opposition is, ‘Who do you trust to deal with
congestion?’. Well, certainly not the lot who did
nothing in four years, I can assure you. If he is out in
the west — the Leader of the Opposition might
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occasionally try to travel to the west — he will see the
start of the $1.8 billion worth of duplications that is
occurring in the west, because obviously this brain
surgeon totally failed to notice that it is already
contracted and started. But this goose seems to think he
has got a better proposition of doing nothing and
waiting to do the east–west over four years.
Who do you trust to make the place safe — the lot that
let the crime rate go up every year, compared to us who
dropped it? What a pack of jokers! What an absolute
pack of jokers to sit there and basically ignore the basic
statistics, which said it is going down. It went up every
year under the member for Box Hill — every year —
and he has the cheek to come into this house and
pretend he can do any better. Are you absolutely
kidding? You are a pack of jokers. Seriously, look at
you. At the end of the day you failed every year on
crime, and you come into this house starting to pretend
that you know what you could do. You failed
comprehensively every one of those years, and that is
why you deserved to be thrown out, and that is what the
public showed. Their confidence was not in you lazy,
slovenly lot. All you did was cut. All you did was fail
on every occasion to get something done.
Then we start talking about standards. Are you
joking — when you do fundraisers down at the
Docklands with people who are involved in organised
crime? One of the owners of the venue is in jail at the
moment for the biggest ecstasy haul ever in the world,
and you lot stand there having fundraisers with them.
Are you joking? And then you come into this house —
the cheek of you — and start talking about standards.
Not only does your leader do it once, but once he has
been caught, he goes back there to the Lobster Cave
with the brother and has a lunch to do fundraising. And
you are talking about standards — are you absolutely
joking? Do you think that is an appropriate place to
raise money? Not one of the people on this side would
actually go down there and think that is appropriate.
You come into this house and talk about the standard of
our leader compared to yours, who hangs around with
those whose brothers have done the biggest ecstasy
haul ever in the world — $450 million worth — and
you lot think that is someone you should hang around
with and do fundraising with. And then we go down to
Beaumaris — we leave the Docklands — and we do it
again. We do it again after we have been caught the
first time. He thinks he can sneak in there and then says,
‘Oh, I didn’t know what I was doing. My staff didn’t
tell me. I just turned up and Uncle Tony and
Uncle Frank were there’. Are you kidding? That is a lie,
an utter lie. That is thoroughly dishonest, and you come
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in here and talk about standards and confidence. You
have to be kidding. You absolutely have to be kidding.
At the end of the day, for four years you did absolutely
nothing. In the meantime, you are trying to raise money
from dodgy characters. Then you have had your state
director rip off $1.5 million from both you and the
public, and then you would not even put yourselves up
to the basic test of what your members knew about that
corruption of the political process. And you have the
utter cheek to come into this place and start talking
about who they have confidence in. Well, in 2014 they
answered that question, and it was not your lot, because
you did nothing for four years. You sat still, you
watched the world go by and you grew the economy by
0.8 of a per cent.
Let us look at what we have done, because I think that
is a more positive story. We do not want to look at the
rotten standards on the other side — the corrupting,
rotten lot that they are. Let us be very clear. We have
got on with the job. In the 3.8 years we have been in,
you have seen enormous growth in jobs: 370 000 jobs.
We are the jobs powerhouse of this country; we are
driving growth.
What really annoys me is when we get the federal
government coming down to Victoria and saying what
a great job they have done to deliver jobs growth. Are
they absolutely kidding? For the majority of it here in
Victoria, we have funded the infrastructure projects and
they are only just starting to come in. We are still at
14 per cent of forward estimates spending from the
federal government in terms of infrastructure, so we are
not even at the level we should be at. We are driving
the economic growth. The federal government carry on
like a lot of pork chops, as if they have contributed
anything to that at this stage, but they simply have not.
They simply have not put the money in; we are still at
14 per cent. So let us be very clear. It is no use waving
around that magic lobster claw. You have got to do the
work. You cannot rub that magic lobster claw like they
do in I Dream of Jeannie and just hope you get into
government; you have actually got to do the work.
You have only got to look at what is the grade
separation policy. Every major private transport
engineer in the state said it was absolutely,
fundamentally flawed. In other words, they are not just
saying it is a lulu; it simply does not work. Only a
moron would try something that does not work, but
that is their big policy — ‘We’re going to grade
separate in the middle suburbs’ — while we have
private traffic engineers saying it is fundamentally
flawed; it moves the queue to the next congestion
point, and that is no good to anybody; and it is a
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quarter-baked proposition, so it is not even half-baked.
They could not even get to the half-baked bit; they
only got to quarter-baked. In other words, that is their
big policy, which actually adds up to nothing and does
absolutely nothing for congestion.
If you look at regional roads — they are always ranting
on about regional roads — the basic figures are there in
the budget. They do not lie. In the four years they were
in, for regional road maintenance there was
$458 million. Since we have been in, it has been
$856 million. I know whose standard I would like
above all else. I know who I would trust to do the job,
and that would be the Labor Party, the people who have
actually committed the money and do not get in and
cut, cut, cut, like the last lot did, because that is in their
DNA. They do not really understand much.
It is a bit like going back down to Cranbourne this week.
‘We’re going to extend the single line down to Clyde’,
the Liberal Party say. They have obviously forgotten
that in 1993 they shut down the South Gippsland line —
shut, closed, gone, absolutely disappeared. Then they
are telling the people of Cranbourne that somehow or
other by extending the line they are going to diminish
their services and that is really good for them. Only a
lulu would put that up after years ago going down there
and shutting the actual line. This is where the National
Party needs to stand up to the Liberal Party and actually
say, ‘No longer are you going to shut down every train
line we’ve got — because that is what you did last time
around, you shut them’.
Mr Paynter interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Bass!
Mr DONNELLAN — They are the basic facts. I
know it is hard to understand for those in the south-east
that they would —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Bass and the
member for Polwarth are warned.
Mr DONNELLAN — The fool is the person who
sat by and watched the train line to South Gippsland
shut. That is the fool.
Mr Paynter interjected.
The SPEAKER (16:32) — The member for Bass
can leave the chamber for the period of half an hour.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.
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Mr DONNELLAN — The fool is the person who
thinks it is acceptable to shut the train line. That is
pretty, pretty stupid. It used to go all the way down to
Port Albert. It was a good train line, but at the end of
the day, of course, the National Party stood still while
the Liberal Party cut, cut, cut. Now they reckon they are
going back there to deliver a lesser service to the people
of Cranbourne, and the people of Cranbourne have
suddenly got to get excited. I mean, are you joking
again? It is another appalling standard. We are going to
give you lesser services, but we are the ones you trust!
Are you absolutely kidding?
When we talk about standards you walk by and you are
heading down to the Lobster Cave again, have a think
about whether that is the appropriate spot for your leader
to be. Has he actually explained how he keeps going to
these places without knowing where he is going? I
mean, what was it last time? ‘I didn’t know. Uncle Tony
and Uncle Frank just happened to be there’.
In my office I like my staff to tell me where I am going.
I like to know who I am going to meet with. It is a pretty
basic proposition. In other words, the Leader of the
Opposition’s staff cannot even tell him who he is
meeting with and where he is going each day. Gee, I tell
you, I would be getting new staff, or I would be getting
an opposition leader who might occasionally tell the
truth. It would be a good thing that he might actually tell
the truth and say, ‘Well, I went down there to raise
money’, which is what he did. He went down there to
raise money — again, from a rotten, dirty source. Let us
be very clear: if that is the standard the Liberal Party
thinks appropriate, then keep going, because the public
will make their choice in November this year. I think the
assessment will be pretty harsh if they are the standards
you think are appropriate, where you simply cut and you
raise money from dodgy characters.
Most of all, you look at their infrastructure policy. It is
the yeah-no, yeah-no special. You do not even know
where they start and where they finish. It is a bit like
their policy on the north-east link. How many positions
have we had on the north-east link? Probably more than
the Kama Sutra, in many ways. Seriously, we have had
‘We don’t like the route’ and ‘It’s a dog of a project’.
What else has he said? He would use the federal
government to block land acquisition for the north-east
link. He told Marcellin College the route he enjoyed
more than anything else is route C. Then in an interview
on ABC radio he vowed he would not sign the contract.
Now it is all part of their infrastructure policy.
It is very hard to work out what the Leader of the
Opposition does and does not stand for. I think you
could really say that the only thing that the Leader of
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the Opposition stands for is wanting to get into power.
That is it. He does not really want to do anything with
it. It is just his desperate need to get into power. It is
sort of a manic desire to just get there at all costs.
The public will demand that the Liberal Party be very
clear on what they will and will not do. They are now
supporting the West Gate tunnel, after they tried to stop
the planning for the West Gate tunnel in the upper
house; in other words, ‘We tried to stop that, we tried to
block it and now suddenly we’ve done a backflip’. ‘Oh,
we’re on board now. We’re going to build the West
Gate tunnel. Oh, no, no, no. Trust us. We tried to stop
it, but no, no, no, trust us. We’re in. Then we are going
to do the north-east link at the same time, and then we
are going to do east–west’. But they cannot even work
out where the east–west link is going anymore. We
have multiple exit points for the east–west link. We do
not know where it starts. It is just this mythical magic
lobster claw again, where the Leader of the Opposition
will make everything good with just a rub of the magic
lobster claw, and his mate in Hastings will join in on
the high chair, when they sit with Uncle Tony and
Uncle Frank down at the Lobster Cave. This is a joke.
We are putting up infrastructure propositions where we
cannot even know where the road starts and finishes,
and that is their proposal. Trust him. Yes, trust him. It
took them four years to do nothing the last time around,
and you want to give them another four years to sit on
their bums, quite literally.
Well, I do not know whether the Victorian public will
accept that. I think what they want to see is work going
on. You have only got to look at the north and the
south-east, where we have just put out for expressions
of interest for $2.2 billion worth of duplications in the
outer suburbs, very much needed and very much
supported by those communities, in the same way as
the $1.8 billion western suburbs duplication, which is
already started. It is flowing at 100 miles an hour. That
is what the public expects from us, whether it be
Melbourne Metro or whether it be proper public
transport upgrades, not half-baked ones like
Cranbourne where we are going to diminish the service
to Cranbourne by somehow or other extending a single
line. What a hopeless pack of nimnams. You have to do
your work properly and you have to make sure you are
delivering a service, not diminishing a service. I know
who they are going to trust in November this year, and
it certainly will not be the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (16:37) — As has been
said many times when it comes to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, sometimes you should remain
silent and be thought a fool rather than open your
mouth and remove all doubt. I rise to speak on the
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no-confidence motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. This is a very serious matter. You do not
move a no-confidence motion lightly. We could have
moved a motion like this well before today, but enough
is enough. The Leader of the Opposition has moved
that the Premier and the other ministers of the state of
Victoria no longer possess the confidence of this house.
Why? Because enough is enough, and there is a long
and growing list of matters that shows the
incompetence of the Andrews Labor government. They
are corrupt, rotten to the core and incompetent.
I will outline a number of things that are on that
growing list, but as has been mentioned already today,
the number one issue, which is at the top of the list, is
the red shirts rorts scandal. We have seen rorting,
misconduct and corruption of democracy by the
Andrews Labor government. This was first uncovered
in September 2015. Labor MPs had been rorting
entitlements to pay for their election campaign. The
Leader of the Opposition today outlined some of the
history of the red shirts rorts scandal. We have seen the
Labor government fight and block any investigation by
the Ombudsman and the courts, but all the way and at
every turn rulings were made against them.
We saw the government write to the Ombudsman and
say that their view was that she did not have jurisdiction
to investigate this matter. In February 2016 the
Ombudsman filed an application to the Supreme Court
to determine whether or not she had jurisdiction to
investigate. The Supreme Court ruled that it was within
the Ombudsman’s jurisdiction to investigate this matter.
The government lodged an appeal against the Supreme
Court ruling. The Court of Appeal dismissed Labor’s
second attempt to block the Ombudsman’s
investigation. The government then launched a High
Court appeal, and that appeal was dismissed. You have
to ask yourself: what was the cost of all of this to
Victorian taxpayers? It was millions and millions of
dollars. The one decent thing the Premier and his
government could do is pay back that money. If they
are going to fight the Ombudsman through the court
system just to block the uncovering of this entire red
shirts rorting scandal, they should pay for it out their
own pockets and not from taxpayers money.
What did the Victorian Ombudsman find? The
Ombudsman found that Victorian Labor wrongly used
$388 000 of public money during the party’s 2014
election campaign, breaching the members guidelines
for staff. It found that 21 Labor MPs breached the
guidelines by certifying payments to electorate officers
who were used for campaign purposes. The list
includes the following current ministers: the Minister
for Families and Children, Jenny Mikakos in the
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Council; the Attorney-General; the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change; the Special
Minister of State, Gavin Jennings in the Council; the
Minister for Sport; and the Minister for Training and
Skills, Gayle Tierney in the Council. The Ombudsman
went on to say:
… while some electorate officer work was done for some
members of Parliament, 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 doubt about that; it is very clear.
What has happened since then? We have seen a
Privileges Committee investigation set up and Labor
attempt to delay that inquiry at every turn. We have
seen Victoria Police announce that they are opening a
fresh investigation into the misuse of almost $400 000
in taxpayer funds before the 2014 election. We wait to
see how that will play out. I am sure that some
members in their contributions to this debate will talk
more about this corrupt red shirts scandal that the
government thinks was done in good faith. They say,
‘There’s nothing to see here. We have paid the money
back. Please leave us alone and go away’.
What else have we heard? We have heard about former
minister Steve Herbert chauffeuring his dogs in his
ministerial limousine. How can Victorians have
confidence in this government? We hear about things
like crime, congestion and cost-of-living increases, yet
you have a minister of the Crown who has the
arrogance to chauffeur his dogs in his ministerial
limousine to his property in country Victoria. Not only
that but he ordered his drivers to take the dogs for
walks. He was not happy to just put Patch and Ted in
the back seat and have them chauffeured around the
state. He actually said to the driver, ‘You’ve got to get
out and walk them’. What arrogance from that minister.
We have also heard that the same minister — Steve
Herbert — failed to declare his Trentham property on
the register of interests. What confidence can
Victorians have in the government when a minister
fails to declare his house on the register of interests and
chauffeurs his dogs around in a limousine? What have
they done for this minister? They have announced that
a building at Melbourne Polytechnic will be named
after Steve Herbert. That is the height of arrogance and
is a disgrace.
The member for Tarneit, the former Speaker, was
caught up in an expenses scandal. He claimed $37 834
to live in beachside Queenscliff, which is well outside
of his Tarneit electorate. At the time the Treasurer said:
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Quite frankly, there’s always a way around rules no matter
how emphatically driven they are …

Again, what confidence can we have in the government
and the Treasurer when he is openly admitting that
people on their side of the house can find ways around
the rules? You can put whatever rules you like in place.
They do not care if it is wrong; they are happy to find
ways around the rules and rort the system. The member
for Tarneit was made to pay the money back. He
eventually resigned as Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly, but he remains a voting member of the state
parliamentary Labor Party. This corrupt, rorting state
Labor MP remains here as a vote.
We have got the member for Melton, Don Nardella,
who is in the house. Following Speaker Telmo
Languiller’s admission of claiming a second residence
allowance —
The SPEAKER — I ask the member to refer to
members by their correct titles.
Mr HODGETT — Labor’s Deputy Speaker, the
member for Melton, was exposed by the Age as
claiming the second residence allowance between
March 2010 and February 2017 at a cost to taxpayers of
$174 836. I will leave it to others who may wish to
outline the time line of this in more detail. Suffice to
say that the member for Melton, who now lives in
Mordialloc, is still under active joint investigation by
the Australian Electoral Commission and Victorian
Electoral Commission over his enrolment eligibility in
the 2014 Victorian state election. Those opposite again
throw their hands up and say, ‘Nothing to see here. It is
all right. There is no corruption here’. How can
Victorians have confidence in this corrupt government?
We have the Khalil Eideh printing rorts. IBAC is
currently investigating allegations that Labor’s former
Deputy President, Khalil Eideh, used tens of thousands
of taxpayers dollars from the Parliament printing budget
to pay for bogus party memberships. I challenge those
opposite — they are treating this like a budget response;
they are getting up and just saying how good they are
and patting each other on the back — to defend these
claims. Get up and defend the claim that Khalil Eideh
spent tens of thousands of taxpayers dollars of the
printing budget to pay for bogus Labor memberships.
He eventually stood aside as Deputy President of the
Legislative Council and has resigned now as Deputy
President, but the outcome of the IBAC —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HODGETT — Yes, they are slow to go
because they pretend nothing is wrong. It is the same as
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these rorters — the Premier should be standing them
down. In Kahlil Eideh’s case the outcome of that IBAC
investigation is pending.
Who could forget the Labor infighting? The standards
in this place! We had the Minister for Veterans and
Minister for Sport in a knife fight with another member.
It was a new low in parliamentary discipline when we
had the alleged butter knife fight in the Parliament cafe.
This is the same minister who is under investigation by
the fraud squad of Victoria Police. What sorts of
standards are set in this place by Labor infighting?
They are turning on each other, pulling knives on each
other, and yet they have the audacity to suggest to the
Victorian public that we should continue to have
confidence in them. Then of course we had Cesar
Melhem in the other place sacked over his Australian
Workers Union (AWU) activities and the investigation
into his rorting while he was the head of the AWU. The
list goes on and on and on.
I also wanted to talk about infrastructure, because what
confidence can Victorians have in this government
when we constantly see costs blow out and cost
overruns in major infrastructure projects? I challenge
the government to name one project they have
delivered on time or on budget or even according to
specification. We keep mentioning the east–west
link — $1.3 billion lost not to build a road. We are the
laughing-stock of the world. I know that when the
Treasurer went overseas foreign banks were asking, ‘Is
it true that you guys ripped up a contract?’. They just
could not believe the foolishness of it.
Just to put it into context, I often talk to people, and a
lot of people still do not understand how much
$1.3 billion is. Many people think $1 billion is
$100 million. It is $1000 million. To put that into other
terms, if you were to spend $1.3 billion at a dollar a
second — 60 seconds a minute, 60 minutes an hour,
24 hours a day, 365 days a year spending a dollar per
second — it would take you over 41 years to spend that
$1.3 billion. It would take you 41 years, 81 days,
7 hours, 6 minutes and 40 seconds at a dollar per
second. People just do not realise it. The government
laughs it off. I think an earlier speaker in their
contribution said that that project would be finished
now, or just about finished, and we would be opening
the east–west link and easing congestion.
Of course the public have got no confidence in this
government when they look at issues such as crime,
congestion, cost of living or the Country Fire Authority.
We had another stunt this week when the government
announced the state Labor version of the pink batts
fiasco. We talk to people in our electorates about the
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cost of living, which is predominantly about power
prices, but the government just does not understand that
if you force a power station to close, with a growing
population demand continues to go up and supply is
strangled, so prices are going to go up. It is absolutely
disgraceful to hear about Labor ministers driving dogs
around in their car, the government wasting $1.3 billion
on infrastructure, cost blowouts and rorting taxpayers
money to get elected.
When you talk to people in your electorate, there are
pensioners who cannot pay their electricity bills — in
fact they stay in bed an hour later of a morning or go to
bed an hour earlier at night to shut the house down so
they do not have to pay to have the heater on. It is an
absolute disgrace. Indeed we saw back in summer that
people closed the house off, got in the car or got a bus
down to the local shopping centre, sat there all day and
bought a cup of coffee if they could afford it, because it
was an air-conditioned environment and it was too
expensive to stay at home. I say to government
members: hang your heads in shame. You have got
pensioners who have worked all their lives as
hardworking taxpayers, and now because of this
government they have to shut down their houses and go
down to the local shopping centres because they cannot
afford to pay their power bills.
There are other projects, and I wanted to mention one in
Frankston. I was down there recently with our
candidate for Frankston, Michael Lamb. If we look at
botched projects, again, how can the people of
Frankston have confidence in the government or their
member when you have got the Frankston station
precinct works? The Victorian government’s
$63 million Frankston station precinct redevelopment
project has proved to be a shemozzle. The station
design fails to deal with the challenge of handling
increased passenger numbers, which will be increasing
over the next 10 to 15 years, or address safety concerns.
Then there are the Young Street works. I know a
number of members on this side have been down to
Frankston. As you walk along Young Street Michael
Lamb will point out to you that as a result of the street
having been narrowed — there was no consultation; it
was just rushed through to be seen to be undertaking a
project in Frankston — there is a disabled car park
space that actually encroaches on about half the
footpath. If a disabled driver were to park in that
parking space, they would actually be parked on the
footpath and be blocking the footpath. That is the Labor
Young Street works project that those opposite botched
and rushed through. I implore people to go down there
and have a look at it. It is an absolute joke. The member
for Hastings has been there; I have seen him there.
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It is botched project after botched project. Who could
forget the desalination plant? The one I always mention
is Hoddle Street. The Hoddle Street project has blown
out to nearly double its cost, and this only started in
January this year. It was $60 million, but there has been
a cost blowout of $48.6 million. It is now $108 million.
It only started in January this year, when the
government closed the road for one week to commence
those works. I was talking about this in April, so only a
couple of months later this has blown out to
$108 million. You have got to ask yourself: how can
Victorians have confidence in a corrupt government?
How can they trust the Premier on anything he says? I
challenge any of those opposite to get up and defend
this motion rather than carry on and pat themselves on
the back.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (16:52) — I
rise to contribute to the debate on the Leader of the
Opposition’s motion before the house and indicate my
opposition to it. Of course it has been a very colourful
day in politics in Australia today. It has been one
where we have seen the Prime Minister challenged; it
has been one where we have seen a whole range of
people try to avoid some of the incredibly important
things that people genuinely care about. In moving a
motion of no confidence, I am pleased to see that the
opposition have actually reflected upon how serious
this is, because it does take precedence over all other
business in the house.
In speaking in opposition to the motion, I intend to
point out why it is that in fact no-one should have
confidence in those opposite and their attempts to gain
the government benches come November of this year
as well. I think in standing up and speaking to this
motion, talking about some of the issues that Victorians
do care about, they have in fact by virtue of putting this
motion on the agenda denied this Parliament actually
talking about the issues that Victorians care about. They
do care about things like jobs, they do care about things
like infrastructure and they do care about good, strong
investment in health. Certainly those on the other side
of this chamber cannot walk tall or proud when it
comes to their record on these issues, and I intend to
talk to that in the course of my contribution, particularly
in respect of their history on health.
We know that when those opposite had the government
benches they made a promise before their election and
said that they would not cut health or education. That
was absolutely denied in a very, very short period of
time. I certainly know that it took the previous Minister
for Health 21 days before he first cut the health budget,
and the aggregate impact of that cut over the course of
that government was over $350 000, but that was just
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the start. In the course of their government they
managed to rip $1 billion out of the healthcare system.
That is after they promised the Victorian public that
they would not cut the health system.
Mr Watt interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Burwood is
warned.
Ms HENNESSY — Those that stand before us
today and engage in a very, very confected form of
kabuki political theatre need to reflect upon their own
history when it comes to people and the grounds upon
which the Victorian public should have confidence in
them. It is my contention to this chamber that there are
no grounds to have confidence in the opposition,
particularly when it comes to investment in health.
As I said, it did not take long before they revealed their
true selves. They have absolutely no commitment to
public health — absolutely none. We can see that not
only in the $1 billion that they cut out of the health
system but also in the contribution that they made to
their workforce — or should I say the lack thereof. Our
hardworking nurses, our hardworking paramedics, our
hardworking allied health assistants and our
hardworking doctors and pharmacists know the truth.
They know the truth of what it is like to live in a health
system under a Liberal-National government, and that
is a history of cuts and disrespect to the workforce.
We see that disrespect on so many arcs of the health
system. Let me begin with nurses. When it comes to
nurses that government spent almost the entirety of their
term in office fighting against our hardworking nurses to
deny them a well-earned pay rise. Not only did the then
health minister go out and try and develop secret plans
to have a strike-busting workforce put in place; he also
tried to take off the table things that nurses had fought
for years and years and years to secure and protect. One
of those was nurse-patient ratios.
Nurse-patient ratios count, and they count because they
go to the quality of health care that Victorian patients
receive. They count because they go to how many
nurses are available in an emergency department
resuscitation cubicle. They count because they go to
how many midwives are available during active birth
in a birthing suite in the public hospital system. They
count because they go to how many nurses are
available for a palliative care patient. They count
because they go to how many nurses are allocated in
an oncology ward to care for people. They count
because they go to how many nurses are there to
support people in a haematology ward, and they count
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because there is so much rapid advancement in our
healthcare system that procedures once performed only
in places like an intensive care unit, and stroke is one
example that comes to mind, are now performed on
wards. That is a terrific thing.

quarters grow to over 1000. We have still got work to do
to continue to improve our performance. It would be my
aspiration that no-one waits that long, but significant
harm was wreaked upon patients in incredibly
vulnerable circumstances because of those cuts.

It is a terrific thing to have that advancement, but when
we refuse to actually then invest in the workforce,
support them and ensure that we are providing not only
enough nurses and midwives but the funding to support
good-quality care, it is not just the workforce that
suffers by not being able to give adequate attention to
their patients, it is the patients that suffer because of a
lack of quality of care, and that is something that our
government has taken very, very seriously. We have
done that by introducing nurse-patient ratio legislation
that has been through the house, and of course we are
committed to improving those ratios.

We saw those cuts particularly impact upon the ability
of our prehospital emergency care sector to respond and
to support patients, and we saw that particularly in
respect of our hardworking paramedics and Ambulance
Victoria. What those opposite delivered to the Victorian
community was the worst response times ever on the
Australian mainland, and they did that whilst going to
war with our paramedics. They went to war with our
paramedics, again because they wanted to deny them
having the opportunity for a fair and reasonable pay
rise. They wanted to deny government investment in
our ambulance services to ensure that we are capable of
responding to the growth and the changing acute needs
in our community, and they did horrific things. They
went out and used taxpayers money to buy advertising
in newspapers to essentially attack our paramedics.

A nurse I spoke to today made the following reflection
to me. She said it is not just about making sure that
people have their pain medication or know when their
specialist is coming; it is about having the time to care.
It is about having the time to hold someone’s hand, it is
about having the time to be able to ask questions about
a person’s history — where and how they live, their
family — and to bring some dignity and nobility to
people at the times of greatest vulnerability. But those
opposite, if given the chance to be on the government
benches, will resort to type — and their type is to cut,
corporatise and privatise. Victorian nurses know this;
Victorian midwives know this. They know that the only
government you can have confidence in when it comes
to investing in health care is a Labor government and,
boy, we will be reminding the Victorian community
between now and 24 November of that.
Again, billions of dollars cut from the health system not
only impacted upon our hospitals; it impacted upon
how quickly patients got access to care. We know that
we have got a growing population here in Victoria, we
have got an ageing population and we have got people
with a whole variety of diseases that need support.
What we saw under the previous government as a
consequence of those budget cuts was an elective
surgery waitlist that blew out to over 50 000. There
were 50 000 on the elective surgery waitlist, the longest
it has ever been. Why should Victorians have
confidence in an opposition that delivered such horrific
performance results?
We also saw those that waited for longer than 24 hours
in an emergency department at the highest rates ever.
Those patients are usually patients that have very, very
challenging mental health conditions, and we saw those
that waited for longer than 24 hours in performance

The previous health minister referred to our
hardworking paramedics as thugs — people that were
standing up not just for their workforce but for
Victorian patients. I am very delighted that we have
managed to turn that around through hard work and
investment but also in partnership with and respect for
our workforce. I am delighted that we have now
delivered the best response times that this state has ever
seen, and we have done so because we have done it in
cooperation with and in support of our workforce, all
the while rising to some of the very challenging issues
that we have around keeping our paramedics safe and
around ensuring that they are well-trained. The
previous government thought it was okay to give
paramedics one day’s training a year for all of their
clinical, occupational health and safety issues. We have
turned that around to be five days, putting things like
the mental health and wellbeing of our workforce on
the mainstream occupational health and safety agenda.
It is a mainstream occupational health and safety issue.
We have ensured that we have been able to make
investments around better peer support and better
access to chaplaincy to reduce fatigue and the demand
on our paramedics that we know was contributing to
mental health outcomes that saw them have suicide
rates almost three times as high as other sections of the
emergency services family. We have still got a long
way to go, but if you go to paramedics today and ask,
‘Who do you have confidence in to invest in and
support this workforce and to deliver good services to
the Victorian community?’ I know what their answer
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would be. It would not be those sitting on the opposite
side of this chamber.
We have also made very significant investments in
capital. When we came to office we did not have a
pipeline of capital funded to ensure that we were able to
build and grow a health system that desperately needed
to be rebuilt and grown to deal with demands in our
community. We saw hardly anything. We saw the
botched eye and ear project and we saw a lack of capital
investment, particularly in rural and regional Victoria.
We saw no plans for further expansion of many of our
very, very important health services. In the very short
time of three and a half years we have managed to get
the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital
going, we have managed to get the Casey Hospital
project going and we have managed to get half a billion
invested to deliver Victoria’s first standalone heart
hospital. Cardiac disease is one of the biggest killers,
and the hospital is going to deliver research and
education and attract important investment.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms HENNESSY — I hear the cries of derision from
those opposite. They do not support the establishment
of new standalone heart services.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern!
Ms HENNESSY — They do not support medical
research; they do not support clinical training; they do
not support medical devices; they do not support
investments in things that will actually generate jobs as
well as provide cutting-edge health care. Of course the
Shepparton hospital was neglected by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition, and it has taken a Labor
government to make an investment to get the
Shepparton hospital rebuilt, and to Angliss Hospital
and Moorabbin Hospital — $250 million worth of
investment around rural and regional health
infrastructure.
Do you know what those opposite invested? They
invested $56 million over the course of an entire term.
They simply do not value public health. They did not
make the right investments.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms HENNESSY — They did not rise to any form
of the challenges of building a proper pipeline.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern will have an opportunity to debate.
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Ms HENNESSY — They just focused on their
ideological war against our workforce. They sought not
just to throw our paramedics out but they sought to
ensure that our nurses were disrespected. They refused
to actually take things like quality and safety seriously.
Upon coming to office, of course, where was the
quality and safety work being done in the Department
of Health? Those public servants had all been sacked by
the previous government and so there was no quality
and safety activity occurring. We have turned that
around through the establishment of Safer Care Victoria
and proper clinical networks through the establishment
of a clinical council so we can be open with our data
and ensure that performance results are published,
unlike the previous government.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms HENNESSY — I remember the previous health
minister used to appear at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC), and he would come out
of that train wreck of a PAEC experience and then he
would drop the data out after. It was beyond the
scrutiny of anyone.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms HENNESSY — It is only a Labor government
that will invest in ensuring that our health system is
well funded.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern has been warned.
Ms HENNESSY — It is only a Labor government
that will support the evolution, the remuneration, the
respect, the quality and safety and the occupational
health and safety of our workforce. It is only a Labor
government that understands the need to build a
pipeline of health capital projects —
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms HENNESSY — those that are not just the big,
acute tertiary ones but the ones in rural and regional
Victoria that were absolutely neglected by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition.
The SPEAKER — Member for Malvern, you are
very close to leaving the chamber.
Ms HENNESSY — They have not taken health
seriously; they will never take health seriously. There is
absolutely no basis to have any confidence in this
opposition when it comes to health. I am opposed to the
motion. I certainly will use every moment from now
until the election to remind Victorians of the incredible
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destruction of our public health system that those
opposite undertook with such vim and vigour, lest they
ever be given the opportunity to sit on the government
benches again.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (17:06) — What a
dishonest contribution from a thoroughly dishonest
minister. Expressing want of confidence in a Premier
and his ministers is one of the most serious sanctions —
if not the most serious — this chamber has in its
authority. If successful, convention requires that the
government must resign. Such a motion should not be
considered lightly or as a debating point, but when the
circumstances are such as Victoria has seen with the
current Andrews Labor government, consider it we
must as we lay out the facts — not the arguments but
the facts — of what this Labor government has done
and of what this Labor government has failed to do. As
we consider the unethical, illegal and immoral
behaviour of those in this government, the case is made
for this motion to pass and for this government to fall.
Consider before the election even before this mob were
sworn in. Consider the red shirts rorts, which I will
come back to in my contribution. They literally cheated
their way into office. They stole money from taxpayers
to run their campaigns to win marginal seats — that is
how they snuck into office. They stole money from the
public purse. They broke the law. They have got six
ministers under active investigation by the Victoria
Police fraud and extortion squad because they stole
money, and they stole their way into office. Think
about the east–west link lies. Think about the lies of the
Premier, the lies of the Treasurer, the lies that the
contract is not worth —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern knows he is using unparliamentary language.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — But they are. This is a
substantive motion. The lies of the contract is not —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned the
member for Malvern about the use of that word.
An honourable member — Fibs.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The deliberate, knowing
untruths, which people outside this chamber might refer
to by another four-letter word.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I take up the interjection from
the opposition benches. The comments that the contract
is ‘not worth the paper it is written on’ — do we all
remember that? The promises that it would not cost a
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dollar to rip the contract up — we all remember that.
We know the cost of that; we know the $1.3 billion that
the Premier and the Treasurer and this government has
cost Victorians. We would be driving on that road this
time next year if it was not for this Labor government’s
absolutely disgraceful efforts to rip up that contract and
cost so much in the process.
We remember the intimidation at the polling booths.
We remember they sent the bovver boys out from the
union movement to rough up our campaigners, to rough
up our candidates and to make the most disgusting
smears against people who were sick and recovering
from cancer. We know what they did with their union
mates. We know now why the unions were so keen to
come out and make such an effort to make sure that
Labor got across the line: because they had secret deals
with the Premier before the election. Who do we need
to look to as authority for that proposition? Peter
Marshall himself. He is the one who has gone out on
radio and said, ‘Well, I had arrangements with the
Premier before the election. I had secret arrangements
with the Premier before the election’. Now we know
why the United Firefighters Union had been so keen to
get this Labor government elected. Now we know why
they were engaging in intimidation and deception on
polling booths in a perversion of the democratic
process. Now we know — because they got paid off.
They got paid off in a secret deal, and not just a secret
deal that cost taxpayers money, they got paid off with
the head of the then Minister for Emergency Services.
That is the control that this union movement has over
this Premier and this government — that a female
minister can be bullied out of her position when she is
simply trying to stand up for the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and the CFA volunteers. Instead of standing up
to the bullies, the Premier became one himself. He
sacked that minister, sacked the board and sacked the
chief fire officer. He sacked them all, because whatever
Peter Garrett — Peter Marshall — I will not do the
dance movements —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Well, we know who pays the
rent. We know that the Premier pays the rent to Peter
Marshall, because he gives him whatever he wants.
What about the secret deal with Transurban before the
election? The secret deal where Labor told the poor old
mugs who are the public of Victoria, ‘We’re going to
build a thing called the West Gate distributor. It’s a
$540 million project. There’s going to be a slip lane off
the West Gate Freeway down to the ports and all your
traffic problems will be solved’.
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As soon as they got into government they ditched it.
Why? Because they never had any intention of
delivering it in the first place. It was all just a
smokescreen because this Treasurer had done a dodgy
deal with Transurban before the election to never lift a
shovel on that project. They always wanted to give
Transurban the inside running. What happened? They
got into office, ditched the West Gate distributor, and
we get something at more than 10 times the cost to be
paid for by motorists who drive on CityLink, a project
run by and for the benefit of Transurban and the
unions — a project that did not have any tender. Can
you imagine what those on the other side would say if
we did a deal with a company, a multibillion-dollar
deal, that did not go out to tender? Can you imagine
what they would say? This is the immorality of this
government, and that is why, for all the debate we have
in this place about competence and the disagreements
over policy, this motion before the house should pass
and that is why this house should have no confidence in
this Premier and his ministers, because this lack of
integrity and this lack of honesty goes to the heart of
this government.

question. I hope that Patch and Ted get an invitation to
the opening, because in their defence they are the
innocent victims in all of this. They and the Victorian
taxpayers are the innocent victims in all of this.

After the election, what did we see? As other members
have alluded to, we saw the extraordinary situation
where every single Labor Party presiding officer in this
Parliament has been found to have rorted their
entitlements and has had to lose their job — every
single one. And of course does this government act
with any integrity and refer those lower house
members, the members for Melton and Tarneit, to the
Privileges Committee for investigation? They do not.
Do they engage in a cover-up? Do they engage in a
protection racket? Do they stop the public getting to the
truth of this rorting? Of course they do. Do we even
know if we have got all the money back yet? I think the
member for Melton is still holding out. They love a bit
of interest-free in the Labor Party. We will come to the
red shirts rort in a moment.

Well, let the record speak for itself. Not one, not two
but 12 new or increased taxes were introduced by this
government. I could go through the list of 12, but I
think one of those broken promises just sums up
everything that is wrong and everything that is
dishonest about the heart of this government, and that is
the decision in 2016 to come out overnight and triple
the tax on brown coal. What they did was push
Hazelwood out of business. They pushed them out of
business as well as if the Premier had walked into the
control room and flicked the big red switch, because
what they did by tripling the tax on brown coal
overnight with no warning, no mandate and no promise
to do so is turn a marginally profitable business into a
loss-making one. It was at that point that the French
owner said, ‘This government can’t be trusted. This
state is not a place we can invest in. This government
wants us to fail. Well, we’ll pull the pin’. And then,
when you take out 22 per cent of the state’s energy
supply in a heartbeat, you cause massive disruption in
the market.

We had the situation where the then Minister for
Training and Skills, Steve Herbert, decided that the best
use of his taxpayer-funded vehicle and the driver that
comes with it was to ask him to act as doggy day care.
He actually sent his pooches in the back of a limo
around Victoria and then the driver had to exercise the
dogs and also pick up after the dogs. At least Emma
Husar got her own electorate officers to do it; she did
not ask the ministerial drivers to go around picking up
after her dogs. After this bloke was forced to resign in
disgrace — because the public, through the media, were
outraged by this abuse — they decided the best way to
show contrition for their rorting was to name a building
after him. The only question is, does Melbourne
Polytechnic come with dog doors? That is the biggest

Let me look at the issue of taxes, which is a favourite
one of mine. I am going to read out one of my favourite
quotes, and of course when we talk about what you
bring to government and what you bring to an election
you would think that maybe something that you say as
the leader of the party seeking government the day
before the election might be something you stick to.
There he was out on the front steps of this Parliament
on the night before the election last year being
interviewed on Channel 7 news. 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?

He straightened those hunched shoulders and he pulled
up his jacket and he looked down the camera and
he said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian …

This is why the power prices Victorians are paying
today — those higher electricity prices, those higher
gas prices — and that lack of reliability all come back
to that broken promise of the Premier to triple the tax
on brown coal. We heard him swanning around before
the media over the weekend saying that solar panels are
the fix to all these problems, but they are not a fix to the
problems that he created. He created this problem, and
he is responsible for it.
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We look at all the other taxes, and it is all about making
life harder. This is a government that has put up the cost
of living and made it harder for Victorians. Whether it is
their utilities bills, whether it is unnecessarily ordering
water from the desal plant just to prove that Labor’s last
broken promise actually works, whether it is increasing
public transport fares or whether it is their dodgy deals
with Transurban to increase tolls, everywhere you turn
this government has got their hand in your pocket
through taxes or charges or has just got their hand in
your pocket through stealing from you. They have got
their hand in your pocket whichever way you turn.
That brings me to the red shirts rorts. When you look at
this Victorian Ombudsman’s report, which is very
beigely titled Investigation of a Matter Referred from
the Legislative Council on 25 November 2015, you
would not know what is actually inside it until you
open it. I think one of the most interesting paragraphs in
it is on page 88. It comes under the subheading ‘Is
this legal?’:
Mr Finnigan recalled Mr Lenders being asked ‘Is this legal?’
and Mr Lenders answering with words to the effect of ‘It’s
straddling the line, but we believe it’s legal’. Mr Simrajh and
Mr Huang also recalled Mr Lenders speaking about the
legality of the arrangement in response to a question. In
addition, Mr Finnigan recalled Mr Lenders saying words to
the effect of: ‘Don’t tell anyone how you were paid. If anyone
asks any questions, you are employed by the party full-time.’

Back when I was practising law, when you told
somebody to lie about what you were about to do we
would call it consciousness of guilt. That is what a
court would regard as consciousness of guilt. When
people ask you, ‘Is this legal?’, and your answer is,
‘Don’t tell them, and if they ask, tell them something
else than what it is’, that is consciousness of guilt. This
is the guilty party. They have stolen money from the
Parliament, they have stolen money from the taxpayer,
they have broken promises and they have left Victoria
a worse place, a less safe place and a more expensive
place — a place that basically Victorians do not
deserve. We deserve so much better than this. We have
a government which is stretching its tentacles right
throughout the public service, trying to politicise
everything in this state. This has to end. Victorians
deserve better than this. We deserve better than being
lied to, we deserve better than being stolen from and
we deserve better than this rotting, rorting
Labor government.
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (17:21) — I rise to speak against this
motion, which is nothing more than a distraction.
Incredibly, I think Peter Dutton is not the only one who
has got his résumé out there today, is he? It is
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incredible. I heard about the former lawyer. The
barrister line did not come out today from the shadow
Treasurer, but he almost did the Peter Costello dance
and he almost got a clap from me because I think that
was probably one of Peter Costello’s finest moments in
the federal Parliament.
This motion is nothing more than a desperate,
ill-conceived attack on the government. When you look
at the government of the day, the Andrews Labor
government, let us just go through the figures. There is
a 5 per cent unemployment rate. What was it under the
coalition? It was 6.7 per cent when they left office. The
regional unemployment rate is 4.9 per cent and the
participation rate over 65 per cent, the highest amongst
the non-mining states. Since we came to office we have
created three times the number of jobs. Eight times the
number of infrastructure projects are underway. In fact
370 000 new jobs have been created, the highest among
the states. Of the 130 000 jobs created in the coalition’s
term, only 38 600 were full-time.
The figures speak for themselves when you look at our
manufacturing sector. I actually did a little bit of media
this morning on auto manufacturing following
Holden’s announcement of 150 jobs. I am not sure I
will make the news cut tonight given the shenanigans
happening in Canberra as we speak. The Australian
Industry Group’s own Victorian performance of
manufacturing index shows that under the Andrews
Labor government we have had 17 consecutive months
of growth in our manufacturing sector. We know on
this side of the house that you build great communities
on the back of manufacturing and great communities on
the back of investments in infrastructure. We know it
will always be a cornerstone of our economy, with a
contribution of some $27 billion to our economy.
Let us go to our Victorian Industry Participation Policy.
There are 88 strategic projects underway versus their
eight when they were in office. But more than that, we
are putting apprenticeships, engineering and
traineeships at the heart of everything we do, with our
mandated 10 per cent Major Projects Skills Guarantee
giving young people, who are our future, an
opportunity not only to define themselves and shape
themselves but also to shape our wonderful city on a
game-changing major project. There is also one of our
flagship initiatives, the Jobs Victoria program, which
grew out of a review conducted by the University of
Melbourne, which really showed that the
commonwealth government were leaving too many
Victorians behind with their Job Active program.
I have been to Canberra to speak to the federal jobs
minister, Michaelia Cash, and the relevant ministers.
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Jobs Victoria is getting real runs on the board through
our 51 network providers, working with partners in the
community sector to find the jobs and, more than that,
to find the people that come from a range of
backgrounds, to get them into work, to give them every
opportunity to have the dignity of work and to succeed.
I know you, Deputy Speaker, have seen firsthand some
of the work the government has done in the disability
sector, especially with specialists and La Trobe
University doing wonderful work for people living
with autism.
I am very proud, and I think the whole government is
proud, of our major projects that are doing everything.
Let us go through them: the Melbourne Metro tunnel,
the CityLink Tulla widening, the E. J. Whitten Bridge,
our schools and hospitals, and our procurement
program. Our social procurement framework was
recently released to make sure that everything we do as
a government looks after everyone and does not leave
anyone behind, whether they be disadvantaged
Victorians, Aboriginal Victorians or women who have
suffered family violence, making sure we do everything
we can to support every part of the Victorian economy
but also every part of Victoria.
As I said earlier, the unemployment rates speak for
themselves. Jobs Victoria is making a real difference to
people: 7900 hundred jobseekers have found work
through our Jobs Victoria initiative. It was originally
funded at just under $70 million and the recent budget
added $20 million because the facts speak for
themselves. As the employment minister I can go to the
Treasurer and speak to him about how this program is
putting more people into work to become sustainable
members of the community and to pay taxes, which is
very important. This is why this program is a very
important program.
When you look at places like Moe, Geelong, Ballarat,
Shepparton and Carlton, 615 people in these places
have found work through the Brotherhood of
St Laurence and our work and learning centres. We
have assisted more than 400 vulnerable young people to
find work and rewarding careers in the public sector
through our Jobs Victoria youth employment and
cadetship programs. Nine hundred workers in the
Latrobe Valley have been given work thanks to our
investments. There are 3500 new opportunities for local
engineering cadets, apprentices and trainees on our
major projects, giving them every opportunity to
succeed. One thousand of them are on the job right
now. We have delivered over 6000 new manufacturing
jobs as a direct result of our investments — some
$120 million into manufacturing.
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Many people will be surprised to know that since the
closure of the auto sector less than 20 per cent of tier 1
and tier 2 businesses have folded. That is the work of
Minister Tierney and the investments she is making in
our training sector in our skills and jobs centres. But
there is also $120 million from the work the member
for Williamstown did through our Local Industry Fund
for Transition. We did everything we could to support
the auto industry. We are seeing the benefits of it when
we consider the announcement that Holden have made
today. It is a very significant announcement that comes
off the back of the policy settings and infrastructure we
have put in place as a government. There will be
150 new engineers at Holden to focus on advanced
vehicle development, including autonomous and
electric vehicles. Why have Holden chosen to do this?
It is because of the talent coming through our
world-class engineering schools in Victoria. Mike
Simcoe himself, the head of GM Design, is a
Melburnian, a former RMIT engineering graduate, who
is, I think, either the first or second person from
Australia to hold that role. It is a very significant role as
the head of a global company like General Motors.
I highlight the fact that that company is wanting to get
and harness the best engineering minds in the country.
As members know, we produce more engineering
graduates than anywhere else in Australia and we are
home to some 30 per cent of Australia’s qualified
engineers. This announcement by Holden, through their
parent company General Motors, with Mike Simcoe in
town from Detroit, is a very momentous day. I had the
pleasure of seeing the work that Detroit GM are doing,
and there is no doubt that autonomous, electric and
hydrogen vehicles are all part of the future. We need to
embrace it, we need to support it and we need to get
behind it every step of the way.
Our manufacturing sector has continued to grow, and it
is a very important industry. Yes, we are very upset at
losing the Land 400 defence contract and to see that go
to Queensland, but we know there will be other
opportunities. That is why we are continuing to invest
to make sure our workforce has everything they need,
and the investments in TAFE are very significant to
ensure that we have the workforce ready to take up
the challenge.
I think the Premier said it best when he said that we will
leave no stone unturned to support workers and to
support jobs. My predecessor, the member for
Williamstown, did a great job in terms of Alcoa and the
refinery in Portland. He went every step of the way to
support those workers and make sure the possible
closure of that plant did not happen. I want to pay
tribute to the member for Williamstown, who led the
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effort, along with the Premier and the Treasurer, to
ensure that that facility continued to operate.
On top of that, our $90 million investment in Jobs
Victoria gives every opportunity to young people. I
know the Treasurer himself is a great supporter of this
program. He knows and has seen firsthand the value for
the people of Werribee of the Werribee-Tarneit
community revitalisation project. That money comes
from our $10.8 million community revitalisation fund,
which is really supporting and making sure that people,
whether they be in different housing estates —
Flemington, Dandenong, Hume or Shepparton — get
every opportunity to succeed, to live a life of purpose
and to get every opportunity that only a Labor
government can deliver. The members for Essendon,
Dandenong, Broadmeadows, Sunbury, Yuroke,
Werribee and Tarneit have all been committed to
ensuring, through our community revitalisation funding
programs, that their communities share in the state’s
economic success. Already the project has supported
and seen 200 young people go into sustainable
employment and assisted 50 people experiencing
disadvantage to set up their own businesses.
Recently I visited Ability Works Australia in the
member for Kew’s electorate to meet with some of the
dedicated team there. Ability Works is an outstanding
organisation supporting people from the disability
sector to get every opportunity to participate, and the
benefits of work, as we know, are so important. There I
met Helen, who is a great case study of what is
possible. Helen has a disability and thought she would
never find any meaningful work. I was greeted with a
very wide smile when I met her, but did not know that
the machine and computer she was operating — a very
large machine — was repairing the 500 e-tags that are
tested daily using a purpose-built machine. Helen gets
the e-tags that are faulty or do not work and repairs
them. It is an incredible machine that was actually built
by the people working at Ability Works. It is
purpose-built and purpose-made, and they do a lot of
that. The Good Friday Appeal warms every person’s
heart, but it would warm people’s hearts even more to
know that the people at Ability Works are the people
that actually put the tins together that you see in milk
bars and shopping centres. They are a wonderful
organisation, and if the member for Kew is listening, I
advise him to make sure he gets out there and sees these
people, because they are very important.
We always said that as a government we would put
people first when we got the great honour of serving
this great state, and that is what we have been doing,
particularly through putting local jobs and local
businesses first. With a bit of luck we will hopefully
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reach 100 strategic projects underway before the next
election. But how many did the Liberal Party coalition
achieve? Very few. Only eight. It is not just simply a
matter of announcing a major project and then
forgetting about it. It is about the steel, it is about the
bitumen and it is about the electricity. It is about trying
to ensure that every component is Victorian-made
where we can.
We all know what those opposite wanted to do when
they were last in office. When looking at the rail
network, they looked overseas first. They looked at
trains made in South Korea before they would even
think about putting a Victorian train on the rail network.
We have got 100 per cent local steel on our level
crossing removal program and 92 per cent steel on the
West Gate tunnel project. We are making sure we are
putting every Victorian first.
I heard the Leader of the Opposition’s speech, and I
could not believe when he spoke on crystal
methamphetamine. I sat on that inquiry; I was here. I
note that Mr Ramsay in the other place, who I give
credit to and who chaired the committee, said it was
probably the highlight of his career in the Victorian
Parliament. That committee did do some excellent
work, and I would caution the Leader of the Opposition
to be very careful when he tries to compare the
previous government’s reforms in the area of
addressing crystal methamphetamine to this
government. Having sat on the inquiry and having
continued to follow the issue very closely, I think the
Andrews Labor government — we heard from the
Minister for Health just before — including the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Mental Health,
have done an excellent job. I have got an Age editorial
here from September 2014:
The report, which makes 54 recommendations, must be
backed by manifold action. Premier Denis Napthine has
promised to expedite his government’s response and deliver
‘significant’ measures within six months.

What did he do? He came in and said on Hansard:
The coalition government is committed to eliminating the
scourge of ice in our community.
…
That is why we have funded an extra 11 sniffer dogs, and
particularly an extra eight dogs in regional and rural Victoria.

When you go through it, look at what the Premier has
done himself. He leads an ice action task force. The
Attorney-General has expanded the Drug Court. Jeff
Kennett even wanted to get on board for a little while,
but it was either his way or the highway. When you look
at what we have done as a government to combat the
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scourge of ice, this government has led the way and has
led Australia in making sure we do everything we can.
If you go through the Age editorial here, the dot points
on the recommendations read:
Creating a ministerial council, led by the Premier …

Who did that? Daniel Andrews.
Expanding the Drug Court …

Who did that? Martin Pakula.
Stronger measures to identify and prosecute manufacturers …

Who did that? Lisa Neville.
Better-resourced and expanded outpatient facilities.

Who did that? Martin Foley. Our cabinet’s record, led
by the Premier, speaks for itself, and that is what we
are doing.
Recently I was in Hastings. I was at BlueScope Steel,
which congratulated me as Minister for Industry and
Employment and the government for all we are doing
to support the industry. This is a company that was
once valued at under a dollar during the global financial
crisis. They handed down their results very recently,
and the shares are going very well. I do not know if
they know the local member and just what a
sharpshooter he is. He is at the front bench right now,
but we all know what the member for Hastings is. He
just keeps getting around. He was out in my neck of the
woods recently. He was lost. He was looking at the
Buckley Street level crossing that would only be
removed by a Labor government, and he was there with
Mr Davis. We are getting on with the job, putting more
Victorians to work.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member’s time
has expired. Can I remind members to refer to other
members by their correct titles. I would also remind
members of standing order 119 regarding offensive and
unbecoming words.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (17:36) — If the Minister for
Industry and Employment’s defence is the best that
those opposite have got on this motion, then I think
they should be very, very afraid. I rise to support the
motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition, a
motion of no confidence in this government, because
the people that I represent have lost faith. I hear that day
in and day out.
I am very mindful in speaking to this motion that we
come here not as individuals but each as one elected
voice representing 44 000 or so people. As I move
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around my electorate, those people tell me that they
have had enough. They have had enough of the
corruption and the lies that they have seen from the
Premier and the Labor Party over the last four years,
and Labor’s record says it all. Consider these words:
The right to govern is a privilege and it must never be taken
for granted. Governments must also be honest and
transparent. Respect for the Victorian people starts with
respect for our democracy. Decisions shouldn’t be made in
the shadows, communities should always be consulted and
the powers of the Parliament and the government should
never be abused.

Who said that? That was stated by the Victorian Labor
Party in their 2014 election platform. Now we have had
four years of lying and rorting, and those words are
completely incongruous with the MPs who now occupy
the government benches.
Labor has taken its right to govern in this state for
granted. It has lied repeatedly to Victorians. It has made
decisions behind closed doors with no consideration for
the people, the Victorians that we serve, and it has
abused time and time again the power of the Parliament
and the honour of government. It might come as no
surprise that those words have now disappeared from
Labor’s 2018 platform. They have vanished into thin air
because they are empty words. In fact there is virtually
no mention whatsoever of standards. There is virtually
no mention whatsoever of transparency or of honesty.
When you think about it, this government is
characterised — its term is bookended — by police
investigations. When they went to the election in 2014
they were under investigation by the police for theft of
a dictaphone. The now Premier’s office was
interviewed. There were recordings of private
conversations that were lost, perhaps stolen, at a Labor
Party state conference that miraculously turned up in
the public domain. We have got to think about the red
shirts rort now which hangs over their heads. We have
21 MPs, including six ministers, sitting on the opposite
side of this house or in the upper house who are under
investigation by the fraud and extortion squad.
They have stolen almost $400 000 of taxpayer money
for party campaigners, and the Premier claims that he
did not know. That does not wash with a single person
outside of this place. Everybody knows that the Premier
could not have been oblivious to that scheme. Those
MPs falsified time sheets. They claimed staff were
working in their offices when in fact they were
campaigning in other seats. The Ombudsman has
described it as an artifice. She has said it was wrong.
She has also said that the Labor Party is the only party
that had such arrangements. Now we have a Minister
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for Police who was a beneficiary of that scheme, and
we have the Attorney-General, who is at the table, who
misused those parliamentary resources — the first law
officer of the state — and despite our questions today
he denies that that causes a fundamental conflict with
his role as the first law officer of this state.
Whether MPs are named by the Ombudsman or not,
every government MP is now implicated in this rort
because every government MP, whether they are
named or not, has voted to block the Ombudsman’s
investigation. You have blocked and obfuscated at
every single turn. You have wasted more than
$1 million of taxpayer funds in fighting the
Ombudsman right through from the Supreme Court to
the Court of Appeal to the High Court. More than
$1 million of taxpayer funds has been expended in
trying to defend your grubby, grubby theft.
I would like to reflect again for the benefit of this house
on the statements made in Labor’s 2014 election
platform, including that the powers of the Parliament
and the government should never be abused. That was
clearly advice that none of the four Presiding Officers
who stepped down took. We have had four actually. In
fact they only occupied three of the positions available,
yet there have been four Presiding Officers who were
forced to step down from their postings.
The office of the Speaker, of the Deputy President and
of the Deputy Speaker are supposed to be held to a high
standard in this place, and yet we have the member for
Melton, who rorted $174 000 by putting a caravan by
the sea. When he was caught out he said, ‘Well, it’s my
home; I’m claiming it’. There was not a single
indication of contrition. The PwC report, commissioned
by the Parliament, called it opportunistic. Well,
Victorians might call it something else. They might call
it theft. The former Speaker claimed almost $40 000 to
live in Queenscliff so he could have a second residence
in the city. It is interesting, isn’t it, that both the former
Speaker and former Deputy Speaker chose to base their
homes in the electorate of Bellarine, where the Minister
for Police herself does not live. The Treasurer’s
response to that was that there is always a way around
the rules. Labor continues to rely on the member for
Melton’s vote.
Let us go back to the platform, which says that
governments must be honest. Khalil Eideh, the former
Deputy President in the upper house, is under active
investigation by IBAC for rorting his printing
allowance. There is the allegation that he spent tens of
thousands of dollars of taxpayers money from his
printing budget in order to buy false Labor Party
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memberships, and of course the outcome in that
investigation is still pending.
The fourth is so long ago that I think most of us have
forgotten about it, but what about Cesar Melhem in the
Council? He was forced to resign after investigations
by the trade union royal commission found that he
cheated workers of more than $2 million in penalty
rates. This is the party that claims to be for workers, the
same party that is selling out timber workers across this
state and the same party that has sold out those workers
in Hazelwood. They are completely hypocritical.
Then there is Steve Herbert. This one particularly grates
for me, because Steve Herbert, knowing that he would
probably lose his seat in Eltham, actually made the shift
to Northern Victoria Region despite never having lived
there. When he got caught chauffeuring his dogs Patch
and Ted around the state, as others have gone into
extensively, between his bayside house and his holiday
house in Trentham, most people in northern Victoria
said, ‘Steve who?’, because we had never seen him. He
was never in that electorate, and we had the Labor Party
replacing him with yet another MP who is not from that
area, Mark Gepp. I feel sympathetic towards Jaclyn.
You know, you guys have rolled her for the number
one spot. She got in by 88 votes. You rolled her, and
she now —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Euroa to refer to members by their correct
titles.
Ms RYAN — On that, Deputy Speaker, I think you
will see that the Leader of the House earlier was
actively referring to people by their first names. Those
opposite prevented this member for Northern Victoria
Region from making it into that number one spot in
northern Victoria, despite the fact that she was actually
born in the region, to install Mark Gepp, who, again,
none of us had ever seen or ever heard from. That sense
of entitlement that those opposite have with
government resources really sticks with me — and that
they would have a former member for Northern
Victoria Region ferrying his dogs around in the car.
It is the same sense of entitlement that has been
demonstrated in the last four years with the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) and the government’s wanton
destruction of 60 000 CFA volunteers that they have
spent four years systematically undermining. This
government has been characterised by lies and deceit at
every turn, and that is really, really frustrating to the
people that I represent. My electorate is absolutely
dismayed by the continuing lies of those opposite. They
are so city-centric. We keep seeing them making
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commitments that they then wriggle out of and that they
never deliver on.
Perhaps most classically in my electorate is the issue
around the replacement of rolling stock in northern
Victoria. The Premier in April 2017 stood in
Wangaratta, and this is what he said:
Let’s have the federal government provide the money for the
track and my government will provide the money for the
trains, and we will get on with making this service much,
much better.
…
We stand ready once allocations are made to improve the
track to fulfil our important obligations …

Well, Darren Chester did deliver that money from the
federal government, and the Premier has been nowhere
to be seen since. There has been no allocation of rolling
stock in north-eastern Victoria, in stark contrast with
those on this side of the house, who have been willing to
put our money where our mouth is and who have
committed to replacing all of the long-haul rolling stock
on that line to the tune of $120 million. Not a cent has
been invested by the Minister for Public Transport or by
the Premier into that line.
Exactly the same goes for the Kilmore-Wallan bypass.
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety trotted up there
before the last election, and the Labor candidate talked
about how that project would not proceed under a
coalition government, despite the fact that we had fully
budgeted for it and it was due to be completed by the
end of 2017. After they had promised that they would
allocate funding, that they would build it, we now have
Jaclyn Symes — the one Labor MP that we occasionally
see — coming out and telling us that the project is not
even shovel-ready. They backtrack on absolutely
everything. Seymour College is a similar story.
And then we have the funding from the lease of the port
of Melbourne — $970 million that was supposed to be
reinvested back into regional communities. We have
not seen a cent of it. In fact we have had the roads
budget cut. We have got potholes everywhere. We have
had lots of money in wire rope barriers, but we have not
seen a cent of that $970 million we were promised. Nor
have we seen the $200 million that has vanished from
the sale of Rural Finance. Those lies continue.
They continue with TAFE, and it was interesting to hear
the Minister for Industry and Employment speak before
on TAFE, where they promised that they would grow
enrolments and promised an annual training budget of
$1.2 billion. The Productivity Commission blew that out
of the water earlier this year when they showed that just
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$568 million of the training budget was being spent in
Victoria. Student numbers have declined from
460 000 students in 2014 to 314 000 in 2016.
This is a government that has been characterised by
lies. It has failed to deliver on its own election
platform, where it promised that it would be
transparent and open with the Victorian public. Those
Labor MPs have demonstrated breathtaking arrogance
because they believe that government is their right, not
something to be earned. They have lied and
obfuscated, and the people that I represent have lost
confidence in this government and confidence in
Daniel Andrews as Premier.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I again remind
members that interjections are not permitted when you
are not in your usual place, member for Ringwood. I
would also encourage members to abide by standing
order 108 and refer to members by their office or title.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (17:52) — Every time I
have the opportunity to rise in this place following a
member of the National Party it does give me pause to
consider the way the National Party systematically let
down the people of regional Victoria. Indeed getting up
straight after the member for Euroa, who seems to be a
little bit touchy today — a little bit tetchy — it would
seem a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place is really giving her something to obsess
about. She is a little bit nervous that Jaclyn is coming
after her, and why wouldn’t she?
I am looking now at the performance of the National
Party in the seat of Euroa, and I have before me the
information for when the Liberals and National Party
were in power for those four long years. How much
money do you think they invested in education? How
much money do you think the Liberal-Nationals
coalition managed to invest in schools in the seat of
Euroa? $12.7 million. And in this term of government,
under a Labor government, the good people of Euroa
have seen $26.3 million invested in schools in
their region.
Ms Green — Double!
Ms THOMAS — More than double the amount. So
I say three cheers to Jaclyn Symes in the other place, a
member for Northern Victoria Region. At that rate she
could knock off the member for Euroa and the member
for Ovens Valley at the same time.
Of course we have to speak about members of the
National Party. To get up here in this place and have
this waste of time motion in front of us when we have
got proper business to attend to —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Can members
please not interject.
Ms THOMAS — and to have people on that side of
the house, National Party members —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order!
Ms THOMAS — Let us not forget that the member
for Ovens Valley — he is sitting there in the front
row — as we speak is facing 10 criminal charges, and
yet he shows up here every day and sits in this house.
He has no shame whatsoever. The member for Lowan
is in here as well. Of course the member for Lowan and
her office, as we know, are currently under active
investigation by the Ombudsman. That is where the
member for Lowan finds herself.
Every time I drive through Lancefield in my electorate,
I see a fantastic piece of street art. It is a mysterious
black cat that appeared from nowhere, and the
mysterious black cat in Lancefield reminds me time and
time again that that was about the only policy position
that the National Party took to the people of Victoria in
2010. They said, ‘We will spend your hard-earned tax
dollars chasing down a mythical black cat’ — I mean,
seriously. But do you know what they did? You know
what the Leader of the National Party did: the Office of
Living it Up. Who can forget what happened at the
Office of Living Victoria (OLV)?
People in this house today seem keen to talk about the
Ombudsman and Ombudsman investigations and so on,
so let us be clear what the Ombudsman had to say
about the Leader of the National Party. The
Ombudsman, Deborah Glass, found that the agency
created by the water minister, the member for Murray
Plains, was:
… rife with undeclared perceived conflicts of interest and
having lacked respect for ‘public sector values and
accountability for its use of funds’.

Further the Ombudsman’s key findings in relation to
the Office of Living Victoria were that:
The OLV spent $9.5 million on consultants, contractors and
agency staff, many of whom had undisclosed personal or
professional relationships to senior management figures.
Many were engaged by ‘deliberate circumvention of
procurement policies’.

Ms Glass also found ‘deficient or non-existent record
keeping’, which she described as:
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… one of the worst examples this office has seen during
many investigations across a wide range of public sector
organisations.

This tells you something of the character of National
Party members in this place. I might point out also —
as the Leader of the House, the member for Bendigo
East, said in her contribution — that the Liberal Party
only ever hold government in this place in coalition
with the National Party MPs, and what we know about
National Party MPs is that they will roll over every
time. They will never, ever stand up for the people of
regional Victoria. They roll over. They will do
whatever is required to keep a couple of seats along the
front bench, whatever is required. Just give them the
white cars, give them a few perks, and they will do
whatever is asked of them. It is an absolute disgrace.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member for
Euroa and the member for Lowan, you are not in your
allocated seats. I would ask you not to interject.
Ms THOMAS — Of course now I am reminded of
a former National Party member, a former member for
Northern Victoria Region, Damian Drum, who took a
long time to declare that he was actually headed for
Canberra. I am reminded of him because the only time
I ever saw him in my electorate, despite his purporting
to represent northern Victoria, was when he was lined
up for freebies at Hanging Rock. That is when you
saw him.
I will tell you when I did not see him. It was in Kyneton
in January 2014 when the former Minister for
Education, the member for Nepean, was taking away
the junior school classrooms at Kyneton Secondary
College. In the middle of the school holidays a big
truck was sent up with people to dismantle the year 7–8
centre at Kyneton Secondary College that had been
built under a former Premier of Victoria, our friend the
Honourable Joan Kirner. The former Premier had
invested in the Kyneton Secondary College; those on
the other side were just taking the classrooms away.
Where were the Liberals and Nationals then? They
were nowhere to be seen.
I talked before a little bit about the contrast between the
education commitments that this government has made
compared to those made by those on the other side
when they were in power. I talked about Euroa.
Let me tell you what has been happening in Macedon.
Under this government we have invested more than
$53 million in education facilities across the state seat
of Macedon. This has been much-needed investment in
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many, many schools in my electorate. I want to contrast
that with what the Liberal Party did when they were in
power. In my seat of Macedon they invested just over
$15 million. But do you know what is really cynical
about the way in which they operate? I will tell you
what is really cynical: it is that $10 million of that
$15 million was committed in the 2014 budget. What
do they take us for? Fools? Absolutely they do — and
they are wrong. The good people of this state elected,
with a very healthy swing, the Andrews Labor
government to power. They knocked that lot off after
one term. Really, how hopeless do you have to be? That
is what happened: they were knocked off after one
term, because the people of Victoria could see that they
were completely and utterly unfit to govern.
I have not even had an opportunity yet to talk about the
leader of the Liberal Party. I do not propose to go over
again what we have heard so much about in this
chamber today and on many, many occasions. Let us
not forget the person who sits on the other side of the
house, the man who would be the Premier of this state.
We can think about his involvement in Ventnor and
how he ripped off billions of dollars of value at
Fishermans Bend. What has gone on at Ventnor and
Fishermans Bend are examples of the worst sort of
ripping off of the Victorian public and the Victorian
taxpayer. What the Leader of the Opposition did there
is absolutely scandalous and defies belief. Of course we
also know that this is a man whose judgement is so
poor that he dined with people who had been warned
off racecourses and who Victoria Police had identified
as having organised criminal connections. He
knowingly dined with them and probably took their
money. That is the calibre of the people on the other
side of this place.
As I said, in contrast here we have a government that is
focused on the things that matter to the people of
Victoria. I have talked about our education spending.
Let us talk about TAFE. Having got up again to follow
the member for Euroa, I have to say that she gets up in
this place and thinks that she can rewrite history.
Victorians will never forget that those on the other side
ripped out $1 billion —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Members
who are not in their allocated seats, I would prefer it if
you would not interject across the chamber.
Ms THOMAS — They ripped $1 billion out of the
TAFE system that saw 22 campuses close across the
state, including in Kyneton, and 2400 teachers sacked.
At the last election I remember working with one of my
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volunteers who had joined our great cause and got on
board to help elect an Andrews Labor government
because he had been sitting in a classroom when his
teacher walked in and said, ‘That’s it. We’re finished.
Sorry, class is over. I’ve been sacked’. That is what
happened in our TAFE system. It was an absolute
disgrace and it was done by those on the other side. The
member for Euroa was instrumental in that, because she
was working as an adviser at the time. Let us just
remember that the people of Victoria know that it is
only —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Gembrook is warned.
Ms THOMAS — It probably is appropriate to pause
at this moment and look at that lot on the other side.
What a joke they are. They bring this motion to the
house, they waste our valuable time.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms THOMAS — They sit there, they laugh, they
joke, they play around, they toy with the Parliament.
They are an absolute disgrace, and the people of
Victoria can see straight through what that lot are on
about. We know what they are on about. They are the
party of cuts, cuts, cuts and cuts — and closures:
22 TAFE campuses closed in Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms THOMAS — Nothing that you can say or do
will ever take away those facts. The people of Victoria
know what you and your lot are all about.
This is a government, as I said, focused on the things
that matter to the people of Victoria: investing in
education and in health care. As the Minister for Health
noted in her contribution, we are bringing to this place a
bill to implement nurse-patient ratios. That is about
improving the quality of health care and it is about
respecting and valuing our health care workers.
Victorians will never ever forget that under the previous
Liberal government we were subjected to the worst
health minister in history — Mr Davis, a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the other place.
When I travel through my electorate — make no
mistake about it — I hear that the paramedics of
Macedon understand that a Liberal government will do
whatever it takes to attack them, to attack their
professionalism and to attack their industrial rights. The
Liberals do not care if ambulance response times blow
out. Such is their ideology that they will attack workers
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and they will attack unions, and they do not care if
ambulance response times blow out. That is what
happened under the previous lot — ambulance response
times blew out year after year after year.
Some people have said that they are pleased to speak on
this motion today. I think that this motion is an absolute
waste of our time. I have said that before. We have got
important business in this place. It shows you what a
rabble they are, how absolutely all over the place they
are that they pull on this stunt. We have nine days left
in this place before the election, and they want to take
up a whole day with this cheap political stunt that has
absolutely backfired on them. Just to sit here and have
to listen to the drivel coming out of their mouths is an
embarrassment to this place.
Ms Ryall interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Member for
Ringwood, I have listened to you interject across the
chamber. You are not in your allocated seat.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (18:07) — Even if the
Andrews government were an honest government it
would still be one of the worst governments in
Victoria’s history. It has failed in its fundamental duty
to keep the community safe. It has failed through its
neglect of police numbers. It has failed through its lack
of response to weak decisions by our courts. It has
failed in not reacting to youth justice riots and in its
mismanagement of the corrections system which has
allowed riots in adult prisons. It has failed through its
weakening of bail laws that have sent entirely the
wrong message to juvenile offenders. It has failed in its
repeal of move-on laws, with the signal it has sent that
people can create mayhem on the streets and can
blockade those going about their lawful business and
the police are powerless to react.
The government has failed in its delivery of projects.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition and others have
documented the project blowouts and bungles across
the state. The government has cut TAFE numbers. We
have heard several members on the government side
talk about TAFE, but the facts show that TAFE
enrolments have plunged under the Labor government,
and that is something that they cannot deny. The
Deputy Premier has boasted about reopening the
Lilydale campus, but he has done it at the expense of
the Box Hill Institute now being forced to hand over
large parts of its landholdings to private sector
developers because of the funds that it was forced to
commit to the Lilydale campus.
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The government has failed in its energy policy with
Hazelwood. It has failed with sky rail. It has failed with
its sacking of school cleaners and the disarray that that
has created in our school system as a result. It has failed
to meet standards of decency, honesty and respect for
taxi licence holders and in the way it has deprived them
of the security and confidence that they ought to have in
the absence of sovereign risk in an established
democracy such as Victoria. It has failed in its abolition
of the building and construction industry code, which
again has encouraged lawlessness and thuggery on
building sites. It has failed in its West Gate tunnel
project and the disgraceful deal it has done with
Transurban at the expense of CityLink motorists.
It has failed with policies such as Safe Schools. It has
failed with its attempted attacks on freedom of
association. It has failed in the enormous delays in the
implementation of domestic violence protections. It has
failed with the disarray that is now endemic in our
mental health system. It has failed with the huge
blowouts in dental health waiting lists. It has failed in its
management of the state’s finances. It has in four years
pushed the state’s finances to the brink in a way that it
took the Cain-Kirner governments 10 years to achieve
and the Bracks-Brumby governments 11 years to
achieve. It is reliant on the fact that the GST revenue
flow has favoured Victoria over recent years to an extent
that is rare in history and cannot be relied upon to
continue. It has pushed debt limits to the absolute limit,
yet it still has not fully funded many of its projects.
For all of those reasons alone this government deserves
the loss of confidence of the Victorian community.
However, the principal charge against the government
today, for which by itself the government no longer
deserves the confidence of this house, is that of
systemic dishonesty and corruption. Integrity and
probity in government are fundamental to the freedom,
the wellbeing and the security of any society. It has
taken centuries for Westminster democracies to shake
off the dead weight of corruption, and if we allow
ourselves to slide back into corruption we are going to
quickly head in the direction of the oligarchies, the
one-party states and the banana republics that we
currently look down upon. It is often said that the price
of liberty is eternal vigilance. The price of freedom
from corruption is also eternal vigilance. When
corruption starts to take hold in the government of any
jurisdiction, right-minded people need to stand up
against it and need to put the integrity of the system
against their own short-term interests.
A charge of corruption is not one that is to be made
lightly, but it is a charge to be made today. Under our
current Premier, Victoria has a government that is
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politically corrupt and a government that condones and
covers up personal corruption. It is a culture that comes
out of the worst excesses of the union movement —
from left-wing officials who have become used to
getting their own way by thuggery and violence, and
from right-wing officials who have become used to
getting their way through extortion and kickbacks. It is
a culture that believes that public office is a tool to be
seized and used for political gain and too often to be
used for personal gain as well. It is a culture that
protects and covers up for wrongdoers instead of doing
the right and honest thing and exposing and dealing
with wrongdoers whoever they may be. It is a culture
that has pervaded the current government’s conduct in
big things and in small. It is a culture that has seen
initial wrongdoings and then cover-ups and then
desperate and dishonest attempts to divert attention.
There are two charges in particular that head up a very
long charge sheet. The first of course is the political
corruption of the Andrews government, epitomised by
the red shirts rorts. That started in a wrongful and
systematic artifice to appropriate taxpayers money and
use it to fund Labor campaign staff. It was an artifice
that was canvassed, endorsed and adopted at the highest
levels of the Labor Party, including by a Labor
campaign committee of which our now Premier was a
member and for his role in which he has never
accounted to this house or to the community. The red
shirts rort was an artifice that most if not all Labor MPs
knew in their hearts was wrong but they went along
with it nonetheless. Then when this wrongful artifice
was exposed came the cover-up attempts. As with
Watergate, as with so many other instances of corrupt
conduct, the initial wrongdoing was compounded.
There was the refusal to cooperate with the
Ombudsman’s inquiry. There was the spending of
hundreds of thousands of dollars of taxpayers money in
failed legal attempts to stop the investigation. There was
the ignominy of the Attorney-General being thrown out
of the High Court without even being given leave to put
his appeal case to that court. There was the coaching of
staff to tell untruths about the source of their salaries, as
the member for Malvern so eloquently put it — the
recognition of guilt; the guilt of the guilty party.
Now of course this wrongdoing has been exposed to the
world by the Ombudsman, and the police have begun a
criminal investigation. Yet instead of doing the right
thing and standing down those ministers involved,
including the first law officer of the state and the
Minister for Police, even now the Premier is failing to
do the right thing. Of course we now also have the
contradictions between the Attorney-General and the
Minister for Police about exactly what ramshackle and
contrived terms they are seeking to continue in office,
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with the Attorney-General referring in this house on
one day to the terms of undertakings having been given
and the next day denying the existence of any such
undertakings or arrangements.
As if the political corruption of the Andrews
government were not bad enough, arguably even worse
is their condoning of personal corruption. When Labor
came to office they nominated three of their members
to hold some of the highest offices in this Parliament:
the Speaker and the Deputy Speaker of this house and
the Deputy President of the Legislative Council. These
are officers that should have upheld the highest
standards of probity and exemplary conduct within the
Parliament, but instead each of these office-holders has
had to go in disgrace and scandal over their misuse of
allowances. Three strikes out of three office-holders of
itself would be compelling evidence of a culture of
corruption within the Labor Party, but it is the cover-up
that is the particular disgrace on the Labor Party and on
the government as a whole.
If the government and the Labor Party had accepted
that some of their own had done the wrong thing and
should be properly investigated and have appropriate
consequences imposed, then perhaps you could accept
that this was individual wrongdoing, albeit by people
who had been put forward to these high offices in the
Parliament. But the fact that time and time again
government members, from the Premier down, have
blocked any attempt to ensure accountability for the
apparent personal corruption of these individuals shows
that the condoning of corruption is endemic within the
Labor Party culture.
As others have pointed out, there are numerous other
examples. The example of the dictaphone machine has
been raised. The example of the continued role of the
member for Melton, who even at this moment while I
am speaking is sitting on the Labor backbench in
cordial conversation with his former Labor colleagues,
who were betrayed by his own remarks —
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for Box
Hill to resume his seat for a moment. I warn the member
for Kew about offensive language towards members in
this place.
Mr CLARK — The member for Melton has
exposed himself with his own words when he has been
on his feet in this house referring to ‘our decisions’ in
terms of decisions by the Labor Party. Any of us who
see him having his coffees and socialising with Labor
Party members know it is purely an artifice that he has
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left the Labor Party. There is no disclaimer and there is
no reprobation of the member for Melton by members
of the Labor Party. Others have pointed to the fact that
the disgraced former Minister for Training and Skills,
Mr Herbert, has had a building named after him. The
mindset of any party, of any government, that could
think that that was an appropriate thing to do shows —
it is arrogant, it is out of touch and it is lacking any
semblance of decency or modesty or shame. Yet again
that is epitomising the culture that has riddled the Labor
Party and the government.
That is not even to come to condoning the thuggery of
the union movement, which is the industrial wing of the
Labor Party. We had the Minister for Industrial
Relations associating herself with an illegal picket in
Abbotsford at the Carlton and United Breweries site
when the head of the CFMEU, Mr Setka, was
threatening violence against other workers. Instead of
condemning that conduct, as she should have, the
minister was allowing herself to be associated with it.
Then of course we have seen the desperate measures
being taken by a desperate government to try to distract
attention from its abuse of office. We have seen the
disgraceful release of personal information about
former government employees in an attempt to generate
a story that would distract attention — so disgraceful an
attempt that even senior public servants have run away
from it and rushed out statements to disclaim any
involvement in it. We have seen the move by the
Minister for Public Transport to try to ban Sky News
from railway stations without a scrap of evidence to
justify it, conduct that has been rightly exposed to
ridicule and condemnation. We have seen the moves by
government advisers to try to have pornography
charges dropped against a Metropolitan Fire Brigade
officer, who was a senior union official.
We have seen the repeated unbelievable claims by the
Premier, such as that ripping up the east–west link
contract would not cost $1 and that it was a contract not
worth the paper it was written on. I will leave it to
members of this house and members of the public to
judge whether or not the Premier could ever have had
any honest belief in the truth of that statement, and
whether he could ever have had any honest belief of the
solemn assurance that he gave to voters on the eve of
the election that he would not increase any tax or
charge or introduce any new ones. Then to compound it
we have seen the vindictiveness of the Premier in
measures such as cancelling the Peter Mac Private
cancer wing, which shows a streak of malevolence that
we should not tolerate in anyone who holds the office
of Premier in this state.
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For all of those reasons this house should not have any
confidence whatsoever in the current government. Let
me conclude by quoting some words from Oliver
Cromwell when he got rid of the Rump Parliament after
far too many years in office. Oliver Cromwell had
many failings and did many terrible things, but he did
have a turn of phrase. Let me apply some of his words,
and I quote:
It is high time … to put an end to your sitting in this place,
which you have dishonoured by your contempt of all
virtue …
Ye are a factious crew, and enemies to all good government.
Ye are a pack of mercenary wretches …
…
… Which of you have not bartered your conscience for
bribes? …
…
Ye are grown intolerably odious … You were deputed here
by the people to get grievances redressed, are yourselves
become the greatest grievance.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
concluded.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (18:22) — I
move:
That the motion be put.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker —
The SPEAKER — I ask the member for Box Hill
to resume his seat. When this motion is put there is no
ability for members to raise points of order or debate
the question. The closure motion should be put
immediately by the Chair unless the Chair believes it is
(a) an abuse of the rules of the house or (b) it is a denial
of the rights of the minority or (c) it has been —
Mr Watt interjected.
The SPEAKER (18:23) — Order! The member for
Burwood can leave the chamber for the period of
30 minutes.
Honourable member for Burwood withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — Or (c) it has been moved to
obstruct business. At this point I am confident that this
is not an abuse of the rules of the house nor has it been
moved to obstruct business, but I am not yet convinced
that it is not a denial of the rights of the minority. But I
am approaching the point where I think this motion
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could be supported at a future point, so I urge
non-government members who wish to make new
points in this debate to do so in the immediate future.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (18:24) — I rise to
oppose the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. It was interesting to sit through a great
portion of the Leader of the Opposition’s contribution.
He spoke for 75 minutes. I saw a photo on Twitter and
many of those opposite were on their phones.
We are here for one reason only. We are here because it
is what the Leader of the Opposition wants. He has
determined that, in order to protect his own position
within the state parliamentary Liberal Party, he has to
bring on this motion. It was a performance worthy of
Fidel Castro, honestly — 75 minutes of rambling on,
with the obligatory ‘Hear, hear’ and cheers, but for the
rest of the time people were on their phones. It was
almost as if they were trying to sleep their way through
the 75 minutes as best they could.
I have consulted with the Clerk and I understand that in
the history of the Victorian Parliament there have been
10 governments that have been defeated by a
no-confidence motion. When the constitutional changes
occurred back in 2003, there were specific requirements
made for a no-confidence motion to be put. As a
consequence of that, this is the first no-confidence
motion we have had. I recognise that in an earlier
contribution when I was following the manager of
opposition business I had thought he had never spoken
on a no-confidence motion. In actual fact there had
been a no-confidence motion back in 1989, but these
are very rare events, particularly in the modern age. The
two most obvious no-confidence motions that this
house has debated were the one that I referred to back
in 1989, which was moved by Alan Brown when he
was then Leader of the Opposition, and the earlier
successful one in 1955, which was moved, I believe, by
Sir Henry Bolte. I suppose the question you should ask
yourself is: is the Leader of the Opposition more like
Alan Brown or is he more like Sir Henry Bolte? I
would suggest to you that this has all the hallmarks of
the motion moved by Alan Brown in 1989.
It is a desperate attempt to try and stave off a leadership
challenge. It is a desperate attempt to try and
demonstrate to his own party that he deserves their
confidence. The reality is that, when you think about it,
the Leader of the Opposition has form. He is the
apprentice to the master. He worked closely with Jeff
Kennett, and Jeff Kennett was this state’s one-man
band. The Leader of the Opposition has shown
consistently in the course of this Parliament that he is a
one-man band. He determined in his own right that he
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would move this motion without consultation with the
manager of opposition business. On Good Friday the
member for Hawthorn had to slink out on the steps of
Parliament House and say that it was a leadership group
decision to call back Mr Finn and Mr Ondarchie. Then
it became clear that no, it was not. In actual fact it was
the Leader of the Opposition’s decision.
The Leader of the Opposition said that this election will
be fought on trust. I have got three words for the Leader
of the Opposition — bring it on. We are ready for the
voters to determine, because if you look at the way those
opposite conducted themselves in government last time,
what was the promise? It was to fix the problems and
build the future. Well, they failed emphatically on that.
We have been a government that have honoured our
commitments — each and every one of our
commitments. In response to the manager of opposition
business’s concerns, the reality is debt is not at a record
high. It is at a virtual record low. It is 4.5 per cent of
gross state product. The long-term average in the
general government sector is 18 per cent. We have got a
strong hand on the economic tiller. The government is
going well and the economy is growing well.
This is just a pathetic and juvenile stunt. If you have
any doubt about that, it was the member for Gembrook
who decided to slink over here earlier to try and sort
of — I do not know what you were thinking, frankly. I
do not know what the member for Gembrook was
thinking. But he is not taking it seriously. This is a
serious motion. This is the first time a motion like this
has been debated since 1989, and you have got those
opposite who come in and come out, they are on their
phones, they are off their phones. They just engage in
stunts and juvenile tactics. It is just a joke. This motion
is laughable. It is about one reason only: it is about
saving the Leader of the Opposition’s job because we
know that the member for Malvern has 23 votes. We
know that the Leader of the Opposition is on borrowed
time. I oppose the motion.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (18:29) — I rise to
support the Leader of the Opposition’s motion, which is
to move that the Premier and the other Ministers of
State for the state of Victoria no longer possess the
confidence of this house. The member for Euroa spoke
about the Labor Party platform extolling the virtues of
integrity, those words which have now disappeared
from the Labor website. I will also talk about some
words that were put forward by a Labor luminary back
in 1949 — the former Labor Prime Minister, Ben
Chifley — who said, and I quote from his famous light
on the hill speech:
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I try to think of the Labour movement, not as putting an extra
sixpence into somebody’s pocket, or making somebody
Prime Minister or Premier, but as a movement bringing
something better to the people, better standards of living,
greater happiness to the mass of the people …
If the movement can make someone more comfortable, give
to some father or mother a greater feeling of security for their
children, a feeling that if a depression comes there will be
work, that the government is striving its hardest to do its best,
then the Labour movement will be completely justified.

You only have to compare those words to the actions of
this rotten, rorting, stinking government to see how far
the Andrews Labor government have fallen, to see how
far they have lost their way and to see why Victorians
have lost their confidence in this government. How
does this government stand behind Chifley’s words of
bringing something better to the people when they have
shown just so much disrespect to the 60 000 Country
Fire Authority volunteers in this state and when they
have ignored the residents of Oakleigh, Murrumbeena,
Carnegie and Hughesdale over the sky rail fiasco,
which was foisted on those people by a government
that is completely uncaring of them? How can this
government stand behind Chifley’s words of bringing
better standards of living when the cost of living has
actually skyrocketed in this state over the last four years
and when energy bills are high and the number of taxes
that this government brought on in contravention of
their leader’s promise to Victorians on the eve of the
election is just disgraceful?
How can this rorting government stand behind
Chifley’s words of making someone feel more
comfortable when the incidents of crime have gone
through the roof — when crimes such as carjacking and
home invasions were not even spoken about before this
rotten government came into office? How can they feel
more comfortable when they are worried about being
home invaded and they are worried about being
carjacked, and when incidents of violent crime, as I
said, are through the roof? Chifley also said ‘give to
some father or mother a greater feeling of security for
their children’. How can that be the case when so many
parents are opposed to the social engineering programs
that are now compulsory in our schools, lessons that
parents are not even allowed the details of? Parents
cannot even get the details of these lessons when they
ask for them because this government will not allow it.
How can this government stand behind Chifley’s words
of a government striving its hardest to do its best when
a culture of rorting has permeated through every single
level of this government and started before these people
from the Labor Party even took office? How can a
government be said to be doing its best when it throws
away $1.3 billion not to build a road — a road that

Tuesday, 21 August 2018

would almost be finished and a road for which the
state’s contribution was only marginally more than
what this government threw in the bin — because the
Premier said that he had legal advice that the contract
was not worth the paper it was written on? Those
opposite have said, ‘Oh well, the Premier made a
promise that he was going to tear up the contract’. He
also made a promise that it would not cost us any
money, and it cost the Victorian taxpayer $1.3 billion.
Ben Chifley went on to say in that speech:
We have a great objective — the light on the hill — which we
aim to reach by working for the betterment of mankind, not
only here but anywhere we may give a helping hand.

How can this government be trusted when, far from
offering a helping hand, all that is on offer from this
government is a shove to the average hardworking
Victorian and, frankly, putting up the middle finger to
those hardworking Victorians who thought that the
Premier could be taken at his word. Instead he lied to
them. How can this government be trusted when the
very existence of the so-called ‘light on the hill’ is
being threatened by the ideological and damaging
energy policies of this government that diminish the
very affordability and reliability of a power supply
that for so many years gave this great state its
competitive advantage?
I will go on about the rorting of this government and
the theft of public money by this government, but the
failures of this government and the lies that have been
told by this government throughout the last four years
are just appalling. I turn the house’s attention to the
latest lie from this government and the Premier that
privatisation caused power prices to go up. What an
absolute lie from this government. It is 25 years since
our power distributors and generators were privatised in
this state. If you took the Premier at his word, how
unlucky is he that in the last three years —
coincidentally, just when this government forced
Hazelwood to shut its doors — power prices have gone
through the roof.
You only have to look at the hypocrisy of this
government. While the Premier is in the environment of
telling everyone how bad privatisation is, I turn to the
very verbose member for Essendon who back in
June 2015, when speaking on the Joan Kirner
condolence motion, said:
In terms of some other issues … you can look at the partial
privatisation of Loy Yang B, which was 49 per cent. This
freed up capital and allowed the state to start to deploy that
capital for other projects and initiatives. That was an
important initiative. The reality is that it paved the way for the
full privatisation which subsequently occurred.
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The member for Essendon was very excited about the
privatisation that apparently the Labor Party started.
Indeed if we turn to the second-reading speech when
the Loy Yang B Act 1992 was put forward, the then
Labor Treasurer, Anthony Sheehan — the guy who was
apparently not responsible for anything — said, as he
introduced this bill for the privatisation of Victoria’s
power supplies, that the privatisation would:
… help ensure continued reductions in the real price of
electricity to all Victorian customers …

How is it that the Premier can now walk up to
Victorians with a straight face and tell them that
privatisation, which happened 25 years ago, is the cause
of energy price rises that we are seeing now in this
state? How can he say that when his own minister and
he himself said that the closure of Hazelwood would
only cause prices to rise by 85 cents a week or 4 per
cent? How is that possible that the Premier can make
those comments and then walk around just a few years
later and say that it is all because of privatisation from
25 years ago? This government does not know how to
do anything else but lie, and I know when they are
lying because their lips are moving.
They lied when it came to rorting the Victorian taxpayer
before the election. They lied when the then Leader of
the Opposition and now Premier stood up in front of
Peter Mitchell and said that there would be no tax
increases or no new taxes. They lied when they said that
the east–west link contract being torn up would cost
Victorians not a cent — and the list goes on and on and
on. It might be the rorts that have brought this motion to
this house, but the reality is that we on this side of the
house, and indeed Victorians, have lost confidence in
the government because of the long list of failures.
I listened very carefully to the Leader of the Opposition
when he moved the motion and was the first speaker on
the motion, and it was actually incredible to listen to the
long, long list of failures that this government have had
over their four years. When we talk about youth justice,
there have been over 50 riots in the youth justice
centres in this state, there have been breakouts and
assaults within those institutions, and parts of those
institutions have had to be bulldozed because they have
been wrecked by the youth offenders in those
institutions. It only happened under this government.
I spoke before about the crime rate that has risen in this
state. Do we all remember when the Premier said after
the Moomba riots that he was going to smash the
gangs? There is only one lot of people doing the
smashing, and that is those young, rioting youths who
are going through suburbs and forcing their way into
people’s homes and creating a situation where we have
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to have — would you believe it? — mounted police
patrolling our suburbs to make sure this stuff does not
happen again.
We can also remember when the Premier said that the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) dispute had to be
fixed — ‘And I fixed it’, he said. Is it fixed or has it just
gotten worse under this government? Has it just gotten
worse under this emergency services minister who is so
hollow that he has given up every single value that he
ever held? Is it fixed when even the CFA people in his
own electorate are not on side? They send into this place
statutory declarations declaring that their local member,
the member who is supposed to be looking after not
only their interests as a local member but also as their
minister, lied to them. Can you believe it? I have never
seen that happen in all my 12 years in this place.
If I can go back to power for a moment, when I think
about the Hazelwood closure and this government
saying that the energy generator Engie could afford the
exorbitant royalty rises that were put forward by this
government, the energy company closed the doors, and
this government did not give one second’s thought to
the 700 workers at Hazelwood who were thrown on the
doorstep overnight, to say nothing of the additional jobs
that were lost through the associated newsagents and
businesses. I understand there were travel agents who
said holidays were cancelled; events were cancelled;
and cafés, bars and restaurants were all shut as a result
of that callous closure. That was in the areas of Moe
and Morwell where we had unemployment rates of
between 15 and 20 per cent. In one of the worst hit
areas of social disadvantage where there are not enough
jobs, this government callously taxed that energy
provider out of existence and left not only people of the
Morwell-Moe area without jobs but forced price rises
through the roof. There is a callous disregard from this
government in regard to that.
I have also mentioned the sky rail fiasco. The member
for Oakleigh has not lifted a finger for the people of his
electorate. May I say that the member should know and
understand through his time in here that he is supposed
to represent his community in this place. You are not
paid, and you are not elected by the people of your
community, to represent the Labor Party in your area.
So when the people of that electorate actually have
major concerns with the infrastructure that is being put
in place — the sky rail when they were promised rail
under road — then the member for Oakleigh must
understand that he has only a few short weeks left in his
position as the member for Oakleigh. I tell you what,
Andrew Edmonds who is going up against
Mr Dimopoulos in that seat certainly has more integrity
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in his little finger than Steve Dimopoulos has in his
whole body.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) —
Member for Warrandyte, I ask you to refer to members
by their correct titles.
Mr R. SMITH — This is a man who protects us as a
police officer. It is worth noting that while the Premier
and the Minister for Police go on and on about how they
are supporting police, isn’t it funny that we have three
former policemen on our side of the house both here and
in the other chamber, and four more police who want to
join our ranks here because they are so disgusted with
the way that this government has treated the police
force? They are so disgusted with the revolving door
justice system that this government has put in place that
they want to leave good, solid careers and come and join
us in here so they can bring it to the government, make
sure that there is a change of government and make sure
that the changes that are so desperately needed in this
state are made so that the people of Victoria are far safer
than they have been in the past.
Let us briefly talk about the ice injecting room; let us talk
about that for a moment. The Premier said it was never
going to happen. But of course with the Northcote
by-election he had to make something up that would
maybe give Labor a step ahead in that by-election —
although it did not work. Then didn’t he promise us that
it was only going to be an ice injecting room?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. SMITH — Oh, heroin, I beg your pardon —
a heroin injecting room. No way was there ever going
to be ice there as well, and of course we find that the
Premier soon changed his mind and bizarrely and
unbelievably puts the thing literally 37 metres from a
local primary school. Can you believe it? You cannot
smoke inside it, but you can inject all sorts of things.
We also hear that the member for Frankston and the
member for Geelong have been advocating for injecting
rooms in their electorates as well. We know that is on
the cards.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — Why wouldn’t it be? Don’t you
believe in them, Dick? Don’t you think they are good?
Don’t you think they are worthwhile?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
Member for Warrandyte, do not take up interjections
from the member opposite, and refer to members by
their correct titles.
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Mr R. SMITH — The member for Frankston
knows he is going to be advocating for that. The
member for Geelong has put it on record. We know full
well that is the plan. We know full well, as do the
people in the seat of Frankston. The people in Geelong
have seen the quotes in the paper from the member for
Geelong and they know that if this government comes
back then that injecting room will be in their
community before you know it. They know that and
they will vote accordingly.
Let us talk quickly about country roads. This
government has let down country communities in an
enormous way. There are no worse roads in this
country, I would hazard, than the roads in country
Victoria. You only have to talk to the member for
South-West Coast or the member for Polwarth or
indeed our good members out in the Gippsland areas to
know that this government has cut funding to roads.
There is no maintenance or time going into those
country roads, and putting up speed limit signs that
reduce the speed limit from 100 kilometres an hour
down to 40 kilometres an hour frankly is not a fix.
This government is a rotten, rorting government. It is a
rotting, rorting government that needs to go as soon as
possible. I urge members to support the Leader of the
Opposition’s motion because this is not a government
that deserves the confidence of the Victorian people.
This is not a government that should be allowed to
have any more time on the Treasury benches than
absolutely necessary. This is a government that needs
to be turfed out at the first opportunity so that their
stinking, lying, rorting government can be consigned to
the annals of history.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Before
calling the member for Frankston, I know these
reminders have been made before, but I will again
remind members that they are not to interject when they
are not in their usual places, they are not to use
offensive or unbecoming language and they are to refer
to other members by their correct office or title.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (18:44) — I will try
hard, Acting Speaker. It is always very refreshing to
follow the sheer stupidity of the member for
Warrandyte. Today this motion is seriously an own
goal. It is meant to be a serious matter, yet we have
seen the opposition make an absolute joke of it. When
we talk about no confidence we have really got to
divide the opposition’s thought of no confidence and
who they represent and the confidence of Victorians.
Ms Ryall interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) —
Member for Ringwood, you are not in your usual place.
Mr EDBROOKE — Certainly Victorians are not
confused about the trust, the faith and the belief that
they have in people who had a Liberal Party-registered
‘Hands off the CFA’ fundraising site, and in people
who walk back in after gaining pairs on Good
Friday — we saw Mr Finn and Mr Ondarchie do that in
the other place — which made media headlines
everywhere, even internationally. People are not
confused about who to trust.
We have also seen locally in Frankston Liberal Party
campaign managers being kicked out of peoples’ shops
because people do not trust them. On the other side
though we have had people in Frankston seeing
tangible results of a government that actually invests as
opposed to a corrupt, entitled, Mafia-connected
government that had four years to do so much in
Frankston and did nothing. They had no spine, they had
no vision and they literally did nothing. I note there are
no arguments or interjections because nobody in the
opposition can actually remember something they did
in Frankston.
Recently at a public transport forum we had the Liberal
candidate for Frankston actually sitting in the bleachers
watching the shadow minister. The shadow minister
travelled all the way from Surrey Hills to tell us in
Frankston what we need with public transport. There is
a vacuum of the Liberal Party in Frankston. Locally
there is an absolute vacuum. I have got to tell you that if
Frankston community members were sitting in here
today it would be interesting to see what they thought
about this motion.
My community of Frankston was absolutely abandoned
by the opposition. They were abandoned by the
Shaw-Napthine-Baillieu governments. They abandoned
our schools. They abandoned our disadvantaged
people, our homeless and our businesses. They
abandoned any promises of public transport initiatives.
They abandoned our health system and cut it. This
motion of no confidence is just an absolute joke. As the
member for Essendon said, it is so much more about a
reflection of what is happening across the chamber in
the opposition.
I am going to give you an example, a very positive
example, of what is happening in Frankston at the
moment. On my social media only a week ago a Liberal
Party member put a comment up and said, we have the
most effective member in Frankston in the last
20 years, and I will vote for you.
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So with this thing of confidence we talk about, I think
some of these people here who are having a bit of a
giggle now probably need to turn around and look at
their community and see who they are representing and
what those people actually think, because these people
with these massive egos were actually voted out. We
have got people across there who were actually voted
out by the community telling us that the community has
got no confidence in us. It is an absolute joke.
In our community of Frankston we have a track record
of delivering. It is undeniable and it is turning heads, as
opposed to what happened with the Geoff Shaw
government of four years ago. We hear a lot about
rorting, and I could talk about Mr Shaw. I am not going
to, because he is forgotten in Frankston. No-one knows
who Geoff is, because we have embraced a new vision
for Frankston and we are actually getting things done.
In contrast to the Liberal-Nationals cutting $1 billion
from our education system, we have invested more than
$3.8 billion to build, upgrade and maintain schools. I am
going to run through a list of some of the schools in
Frankston, because this list will be foreign to anyone on
the opposition benches. They will not have heard the
names of any of these schools, because they did not
fund any of them: Frankston Primary School, Nepean
Special School, Frankston East Primary School,
Overport Primary School, Frankston Heights Primary
School, Karingal Primary School, Mahogany Rise
Primary School, Derinya Primary School, Ballam Park
Primary School, Aldercourt Primary School, Karingal
Heights Primary School with a great new building,
Naranga Special School, Kingsley Park Primary School,
Frankston Special Developmental School, Mount Erin
College, Frankston High School, Monterey Secondary
College and McClelland College. I say that because the
opposite has happened in the last four years. We have
funded all those schools, which means there is future
and opportunity for the people in Frankston.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — I could do them again, but I
have got to go on to all the rest of the things we have
done in Frankston. That is twice the budget, twice the
funding, of what our friends across the bench did in
Frankston. We can talk about many, many things
today, but one of the things that I think really has hit
home in Frankston is community safety. We hear
people talking a lot about it, but the other day we heard
that the Leader of the Opposition was coming down
and promising CCTV for Frankston’s CBD. The
Leader of the Opposition did not actually go and find
out that we had already put that CCTV in. We have
actually already installed that CCTV. It is working.
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Our community are noticing it. There has been a 14 per
cent offence rate decrease in Frankston, thanks to
10 new police and different policing strategies with a
police force that is resourced.
Public transport is another sector that Frankston is just
building on and building on. Young Street — a failure
of the former government, which did not get it up and
running — has been redeveloped. We have got a
brand-new station. We have got 65 high-capacity trains,
which will soon travel down the Frankston line past
10 new stations and 13 level crossings that are not there
anymore, and once Melbourne Metro opens we will
have 2 to 3-minute trains coming from Frankston,
something that the opposition could not even visualise
in their four years because they were too stuck in the
mud in their own egos.
We have got a vision for Frankston now and, as the
chair of the Frankston Revitalisation Board, I can say
we have brought everyone into the fold. Frankston is
going forward at a great rate, and it is being noticed.
That is why we are getting this feedback, and that is
why I stand here today looking at the opposition,
saying, ‘What did you do in that four years?’. I can tell
you it was nothing and I have got no interjections,
saying, ‘Hey, we built this, we built that’, because they
know there is nothing, but to stand here and tell us that
the Victorian people have no confidence in this
government is an absolute laugh.
But the most important question they should be asking
themselves is: who does the community have
confidence in? I can tell you now, the community have
confidence in the people that deliver for them. The
community have confidence in a government that listens
and gets it done, and that is what this government is
doing at record rates. We have heard many, many
people on this side of the chamber talk about the
employment rate going from the worst on the mainland
in Australia to record employment now. We have heard
many people talk about going from an ambulance crisis
to having the best ambulance response times in our
history, which for Frankston means you actually save
2 minutes. I can tell you as a former first responder that
2 minutes is life saving. Two minutes of having no-one
pumping on your chest, no-one applying defibrillation,
is not good. To have ambos there 2 minutes earlier is
saving lives every day in my community. That is what
governments like this work towards, and that is why I
am so proud to be part of this government.
To sit here and listen to the absolute drivel coming from
the opposition is sad, but it is also entertaining because
it gives someone like me, who was not in opposition
over those dark four years, an idea about the dialogue
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that was happening at that time and the lies and the
stories that my community were told. Now my
community have turned around, and it is not people
saying, ‘We’ll build this’; it is, ‘Look what we’ve done.
You wanted it, we consulted you and we’ve built it’.
And my community is doing much better because of it.
The Victorian community is doing much better for it. I
think come 24 November you will see at the polls a
recognition of that in the Victorian community, and I
look forward to it. I am working every day in my
community, and will be working every single day of the
next 94 days like I have over the past three and a half
years, working my fingers to the bone getting things
done in huge opposition to our local Liberals, who do
not want to see anything done. They would rather we
did nothing because it hurts so bad, and on
24 November I think we will say, ‘Come in spinner’. I
will continue working every single day till then to make
sure people know what we have been up to and what
we have been doing.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — I would tell you, but I am not
going to. In the small amount of allotted time I have got
left I would say that this has been an absolute joke,
including the member for Gembrook actually coming
over and making a joke on this side of the house. It has
been a bit of a laugh, but today has been a very, very
sad day to be a Liberal. There have been some mouths
hitting the floor, and I would say that six ministers have
resigned — whoops — possibly. It has been my
pleasure speaking on this motion just to tell you
everything that has been happening in Frankston and
why our community do have confidence in us, and I
sternly oppose this motion.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (18:54) — Unlike
the previous speaker, the member for Frankston, I will
not stand up here and drink my own bathwater for
15 minutes and tell myself how good I am. I will get
onto the motion.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — The
member for Hawthorn!
Mr T. BULL — I will not be figjamming like the
member for Frankston.
A number of the speakers on this side of the chamber
have already made many valid points and given some
classic examples of the many stuff-ups and reasons why
this current government is no good. What I would like
to do in this contribution is give a few examples of why
country Victoria has lost confidence in this
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government, particularly in my electorate. I want to
start off by saying, as I stand here today, almost at the
end of this term almost four years in, my electorate,
which is going through a drought at the moment, has
been through significant job losses and has had fires
ravage the area over the last four years. We have not
had to any of our major towns a visit by the Premier or
the Deputy Premier in almost four years. With what a
lot of my communities have been through with the
closure of Hazelwood, bushfires and the like, that is
nothing short of an absolute disgrace. I am very
confident in saying this because, unless they have been
into town and flown under the radar, we have not had
the Premier or the Deputy Premier in Bairnsdale — one
of our major regional cities — Lakes Entrance, Orbost,
Maffra, Stratford, Omeo or anywhere else in almost
four years, and that is with some of the hardships that
my communities have been through.
The fact is that neither has gone to Heyfield, half an
hour down the road from Traralgon. As of next week
Heyfield timber mill will have lost 100 jobs since this
time last year — 100 jobs. Whilst the old Premier is
happy to float down the highway and drift into
Traralgon and Morwell in the Latrobe Valley, he
cannot be bothered to come half an hour down the road
to talk to the people of Heyfield who have gone through
enormous hardship, an enormous amount of stress and,
as I said, significant job losses in that community that
have severely impacted on its local economy. He
cannot be bothered doing an extra half an hour to get
out there and talk to that community. That is a disgrace.
One of the other issues that I want to talk on, which I
think is a classic example of why people in rural and
regional Victoria have lost confidence in this
government, is the plight of the Bairnsdale Secondary
College. The deceit that that community has been
through is amazing, and I want to outline it. In 2010 we
committed $10 million to build stage 1 of the college
and we built it. Leading up to the 2014 election we
committed to build stage 2. What the Labor Party did
was to decide to hold off appointing a candidate until
three weeks out from the election — someone who was
not local, who came into the electorate for one day —
purely so there was no pressure on to make pre-election
commitments. So nothing was done.
Following the election I invited the Minister for
Education down to East Gippsland and the school
council invited the Minister for Education down to East
Gippsland in good faith just to meet with the school,
have a chat and understand the issues as to what was
going on. What happens there is the school is in a
situation where every time it rains the library and three
classrooms flood. Water pours down the walls, mould
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sets in and kids cannot occupy those classrooms. We
spend hundreds of thousands of dollars on maintenance
and then it rains again and we are back to square one.
All that school community wanted to do was get the
minister down to explain the situation and show him.
Let us see what the minister said in his responses. On
local radio in 2015 the minister came out and said he
would visit when his diary permitted. He then came out
later on in 2016 when he was asked again and said he
would visit when his schedule permitted — so when his
diary permitted and then when his schedule permitted.
When he was asked a third time later in 2016 his
response was, ‘I will visit in the near future’. So his
responses were: when his diary permits in 2015, when
his schedule permits and then in the near future.
Here we are in late 2018, on the verge of an election,
and he has not visited. He has not been able to find the
time since he made that comment almost three and a
half years ago to just come and talk to this community.
That was all we wanted him to do. Is there any
surprise —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr WYNNE
(Minister for Planning).
Mr T. BULL — As I was saying, we had these
three commitments to come to the secondary college.
He does not follow through, does not tell the truth,
deceives the school community and wonders why we
then have no confidence whatsoever in his ability to
follow through or care. If you cannot afford to visit in
four years — really, that is deplorable. A promise from
the minister not followed through on — it is just an
absolute disgrace.
I want to move on to roads funding. On coming to
government the Labor government cut the country
roads and bridges program. That was $1 million a year
into all of our councils. Its own budget papers showed
significant cuts to the roads assets and maintenance
budget — that is in your own budget papers; that
cannot be argued. Our roads suffered in rural and
regional Victoria. The country roads and bridges
program was off the radar, never to be seen again.
Important roads funding for councils was just torn
away. We have already announced that we will
reinstate it, and that has been welcomed by councils far
and wide across Victoria. As I sit here, the punctuality
on the Gippsland rail line is dropping from bad to
worse. Some say it is at its worst ever.
To more recent matters, we are on the cusp of a
drought here. Our farmers are starting to struggle. I
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have asked in this chamber before, can we please get a
representative of this government down to one of our
biggest primary production areas just to walk the walk
on the ground with the farmers to try and understand
what they are going through and try to understand the
hardship — one visit from the Premier or the Deputy
Premier to our rural communities of East Gippsland.
Once in four years should not be too much to ask.
We want them down there and we want them down
there soon.
With this drought, we are also on the cusp of a very
serious fire season. We are in one of the most fire-prone
areas of the world, and it is very dry. It is time that this
government gave our Country Fire Authority
volunteers the respect that they deserve, something that
has been seriously missing over the past few years. It is
another reason why the people of rural and regional
Victoria are feeling unloved and do not believe that this
government is in touch with their views or their needs.
I would like to move on to some of the bigger statewide
issues. One of the biggest doozies of all time has got to
be $1.3 billion not to build a road. I know that other
speakers have mentioned this: $1.3 billion could build
70 new schools. We cannot get money for Bairnsdale
Secondary College from the bloke who comes in here
and spouts off all the time about Victoria being the
Education State. He will not go down there and visit
one of the schools that is in greatest need, I would say,
of any school in the state, but he is happy to come in
here and waffle on about Victoria being the Education
State. Get to Bairnsdale.
We have seen $1.3 billion wasted. It rolls off the tongue
a little bit, $1.3 billion. Put it into this context: it is
$1300 million. That is a huge amount of money to be
wasted not to build a road in a city that is becoming
increasingly congested with every day that passes.
I turn to the red shirts saga. In his contribution the
member for Box Hill made some very pertinent
comments on the red shirts saga. Many people in here
have quoted the Ombudsman and are calling it an
artifice. Let us explain what an artifice is, because it is
a word that is not commonly used in the English
language. The first time I heard it for a number of
years was in the Ombudsman’s report. What is an
artifice? An artifice is a crafty trick used to deceive
others. That is why we have a no-confidence motion in
this government. They are crafty and they try to
deceive others.
The Ombudsman uncovered the $388 000 rort and
described it as an artifice, but those opposite also spent
$1 million trying to stop the investigation. Can you
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believe that? The government went from saying,
‘Nothing here at all’ to ‘Sorry’. They challenged it in
the Supreme Court, they challenged it in the Court of
Appeal and they challenged it in the High Court. They
lost all of those challenges, and we had $1 million go
down the tube. That would have been a good start
towards the Bairnsdale Secondary College rebuild.
Those opposite said, ‘Nothing to see there’, and then,
‘Sorry, we’ll pay it back. Please forgive us’. As the
Leader of the Opposition quite rightly said in his
contribution, a bank robber cannot just hand the money
back and say sorry and all is forgiven. Society does not
work like that.
Then we had the sale of the lease of the port. Ten per
cent — $970 million — was meant to be spent in
country Victoria, but it went into general revenue and it
was spent. The youth justice system is in disarray. We
have a crime wave sweeping many areas. Crime is
massively up in Victoria and massively down in New
South Wales. Why is that? Because they have a serious
commitment to being tough on crime. Some might say
that there is not a huge problem in country areas. I
cannot tell you the number of people I have had in my
office who have kids that they are sending to
Melbourne for work or university and who are terrified
about their kids. There are carjackings and home
invasions. What is going on? People in the country
come to me and say, ‘What the hell is going on in this
state? Am I taking a risk sending my son or my
daughter to Melbourne to work or go to school?’. It is
just not good enough.
Then we have the cost of living and the massive
increase in power prices. Labor tripled the brown coal
royalty rate. Engie, faced with an $87 million tax bill,
decided to close down. We were told that bills would
go up 4 per cent — 85 cents a week. The Bairnsdale
RSL’s bill has gone up many, many thousands of
dollars. They have put off staff, such is the rise in their
power bill. To say that it is only going to go up 4 per
cent, or 85 cents a week, has been a complete and utter
lie. It is just not true.
I want to just remark on some comments of the Engie
spokesperson at the time, before he obviously got told
to change his language. What he said at the time,
immediately after the announcement, was:
… this government decision takes $20 million a year straight
out of the Hazelwood business.
That is a significant additional cost that has to be found at a
time when we are already experiencing very difficult
electricity market trading conditions.
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AGL Loy Yang general manager Steve Rieniets said
the increase in royalties would add almost $35 million
in annual operating costs to the business. He said:
Increased costs of this magnitude could flow through to
wholesale electricity prices and ultimately to customers.

That is Rieniets, the general manager of AGL, but
people on this side of the house say that has nothing to
do with our power bill rises. It has everything to do
with our power bill rises, and people within the industry
who know the industry backwards are
acknowledging that.
What about being unable to manage projects? I will not
go into that, given the limited amount of time, but
speakers on this side of the chamber have highlighted
the many, many projects in this state that have run
massively over budget.
I want to go on to the Safe Schools program. I
commend our shadow Minister for Education on his
replacement program for this that teaches respect for
all. People in our communities do not want a program
that highlights that gender is fluid. They do not want a
program that highlights that students can use the boys
or the girls toilets depending on how they are feeling on
that particular day. As the father of a year 7 girl just
entering secondary school, I certainly want the girls in
the girls toilets and the boys in the boys toilets for her
safety. I can assure you that we need an anti-bullying
program that is respectful for all but without this
left-wing stupid ideology that promotes something that
should not be put in front of our students.
I want to also touch for a minute on the question, if
things are not bad enough, of what would happen under
a Labor-Greens coalition, which some commentators
are forecasting may be the case. Say goodbye to the
rodeos that hold our country areas together. The Omeo,
Orbost and Buchan rodeos are great community events
that raise a lot of money in our communities. The
Greens are opposed to rodeos; they do not like them.
They want to create more national parks and wipe out
our timber industry. They want to ban hunting. They
want to ban jumps racing. They want to ban
greyhounds. The Greens party should rename
themselves the Fun Stopper party, because all of these
things have been part of our country way of life. They
have all been part of the social fabric of the bush. If
things have not gotten bad enough now, they will get
worse if that situation arises. I conclude my contribution
by saying that people in the bush have been cheated, and
we have no confidence in this government.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (19:10) — The
Victorian opposition leader argues the next election will
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be fought on trust. If so, this no-confidence motion is
being debated in the wrong Parliament against the
wrong government. Coalition parties are so riven by
factionalism, engulfed by policy chaos and divided by
leadership rivalry that the government of Australia is
overwhelmed by crisis. The coalition cannot govern
itself, far less Australia. The Liberal Party is being torn
apart by an existential threat because the powerful have
made a pact with zealots. Liberal MPs are appeasing
their regime’s Tea Party demands to be permanently
angry, resentful and obstructionist.
Even those considered small-l liberals are captive. The
warning for Victorians is: do not risk the Canberra
contagion spreading to the state that now leads our
nation. This is the critical point. Such a risk is too great,
and here is why: despite the Australian government
hanging onto power by one seat, the Liberal Party today
effectively voted no confidence in Malcolm Turnbull,
leaving him clinging to the prime ministership by seven
votes. A second strike to topple his prime ministership
is reported as inevitable. Turmoil will continue to
destabilise the nation, sap business confidence and
corrode public trust. We cannot allow it to spread to
Victoria, because insanity, as Albert Einstein rightly
said, is doing the same thing over and over again and
expecting a different result. We cannot have this in
Victoria. Put simply, Victorians cannot trust the
coalition to deliver. It is so divided that a Prime
Minister surrendered his authority and conviction on
climate change in an act of appeasement. ‘An appeaser
is one who feeds a crocodile, hoping it will eat him
last’, which is a direct quote from Winston Churchill.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Broadmeadows has been here long
enough to know that he should not been reading a
speech. This is a no-confidence motion. If he had real
confidence in the government, he would actually be
able to talk without reading a speech.
Mr McGUIRE — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I was directly quoting from Winston
Churchill, and I will repeat it for the benefit of the
member for Burwood:
An appeaser is one who feeds a crocodile, hoping it will eat
him last.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
There is no point of order. I believe the member for
Broadmeadows is just referring to notes.
Mr McGUIRE — The crocodiles have made their
first strike but continue to circle for the political death
roll. Ministers are resigning in the ultimate vote of no
confidence. The federal Minister for Veterans’ Affairs,
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Darren Chester, declared after today’s leadership vote,
‘The Australian people expect the circus to end now’,
and, ‘Every minute we spend talking about ourselves,
the Australian people are marking us down’. That is
from a currently serving Australian government
minister defining the loss of trust in the coalition. I am
reporting directly to you what he said. With 94 days to
go until the Victorian election, the message is clear:
Labor is delivering for all Victorians; do not risk the
coalition. This is the critical point.
Mr Thompson — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, with respect to the member for
Broadmeadows, he has pulled out the wrong speech. It
is one that would be well suited to Sky News. I am
reminded of the words of Jonathan Swift that a political
lie can make a saint out of an atheist, make a patriot out
of a profligate, furnish a foreign minister with
intelligence and make rise or fall the credit of a nation. I
think with great intellectual acumen he is using a fair
bit of metaphor to avoid defending the indefensible and
the matter of rorting on the part of the government. It is
a very skilful speech, and whilst I am enjoying it, it is
not relevant to the matter at hand.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr McGUIRE — I have known the member for
Sandringham for a long time, and I do recognise his
applause for my efforts. So thank you very much, and
we will continue to have many discussions at a later
date. But the critical point is that Victoria is Australia’s
fastest growing state. Our AAA-rated economy has
delivered record investment, surpluses and an
unprecedented pipeline of infrastructure projects to
reimagine Melbourne as it becomes a metropolis and to
spread opportunity throughout our great state.
Victoria’s economic leadership is now investing in
attributes I have long maintained largely determine fate:
lifelong learning, skills and jobs.
Business trust is critical for economic development and
delivering prosperity. I witnessed the support from
business when the Premier addressed the Committee for
Economic Development of Australia in his State of the
State address marking 100 days until the election.
Business wants the Andrews government to build on the
momentum of this first term, when investment in
infrastructure will peak at $14 billion this year. That was
the overwhelming response from business leaders in this
state. They want the momentum to continue. They do
not want to go back to the four wasted years that we had
and the opportunity loss that that meant for the state. We
cannot afford that. We are moving to a metropolis. We
need to get on with it, and Labor is delivering. These
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nation-defining investments will provide opportunities
throughout the state. That is another proposition that the
National Party seems to ignore.
These investments are not just in projects. They are also
in our most valuable asset, our people. Importantly,
everyday people can see where they fit into this big
picture. Skilled workers are in demand, so the
government is reinvesting in TAFE after the coalition’s
cuts. Next year the government will provide
life-changing opportunities free of charge — this is
critical — including 30 priority courses and
18 preapprentice courses. The Premier defined the
strategy to focus on the skills Victoria needs, including
courses that will help build infrastructure projects,
respond to family violence and care for older Victorians
and people living with a disability. As the Premier told
the independent, national organisation, which has a
large cross-sector membership:
While the previous government cut TAFE in … a jobs crisis,
we are making TAFE free in … a jobs boom.

That sums up the difference succinctly, and this will be
a critical test for trust and for who delivers in 94 days
when Victorians have to make that decision.
At the Strong Australia conference recently in
Broadmeadows I put the quintessential questions: what
is Australia going to make and what is the coordinated
strategy to deliver results? It was the Business Council
of Australia CEO Jennifer Westacott who responded:
The most important thing is to get people skilled, to make
sure that young people get the right pathways into the right
jobs, that we don’t keep everyone at university, that we give a
diversity of opportunities.
… the challenge is how we make sure that no community or
person gets left behind.

That is from the CEO of the Business Council of
Australia. That is a ringing endorsement of the
Andrews Labor government strategy. Such priorities
are emblematic of Labor in power. Contrasting this
with the coalition’s federal budget is revealing. The
Australian government axed more than $200 million
from TAFE, skills and training across the country — a
cut of at least $60 million to Victorian students. These
cuts define the coalition’s disconnection from the needs
of Victoria. You would have to be in la-la land to cut
TAFE now. That is the point. This is the disconnect
between the Liberal Party, what is going on and what
the Andrews Labor government is doing.
Mr Watt interjected.
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Ms Hutchins — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Burwood is being very
disruptive, and I cannot hear the speaker.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
if she wants to know what he is saying, she could just
ask him to give her the speech. Obviously he has a
speech that he has written, and if she wants to know
what he is saying, maybe he could just give it to her,
because that would be about as useful as what I am
hearing now.
Ms Halfpenny — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the conduct of the member for Burwood and
his use of language with ‘She, she, she’ is out of order.
You are supposed to refer to people by their correct
titles and not be disrespectful to women, as he has been
known to do on many occasions.
Mr Thompson — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, if the minister at the table did not hear what
was said, the member for Broadmeadows could be
invited to repeat the last couple of minutes of his
speech. He was making some interesting points in
relation to Broadmeadows and the importance of
productivity, and I might add from our point of view
the importance of there being strong baseload power to
provide jobs in Broadmeadows.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — The
debate has been robust. Member for Burwood, though,
I would encourage you to try to limit the number of
interjections that you are making. The member for
Broadmeadows to continue.
Mr MCGUIRE — Thank you, Acting Speaker. The
tale of the two budgets is a tale of priorities defining
why Australia’s political system is broken, which is
essentially because of hyperfactionalism and
hyperpartisanship. That is how I defined our nation’s
divisions three months ago. This hyperfactionalism
played out today in the federal Liberal Party room,
diminishing a Prime Minister and public trust, so this is
what we have to stop coming down into Victoria.
I do want to note that the Leader of the Opposition
made a gratuitous comment on his way through. I find
this remarkable because in opposition he claimed in the
media that he represented the good people of
Broadmeadows as a Liberal in the upper house. So
what did he actually do? The Victorian coalition
adopted a reverse Robin Hood strategy, redistributing
funds of about $80 million from shovel-ready
infrastructure projects in Broadmeadows to sandbag
marginal seats when the Liberal leader was then the
Minister for Planning and claiming to represent these
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families. The former coalition government cut
$25 million from the Kangan Institute at the worst
possible time, given the need to retain workers losing
manufacturing jobs, and then merged the campus with
Bendigo TAFE to pork-barrel another marginal seat. So
this is the reality about trust. We know what the former
Minister for Planning and now opposition leader did
when he claimed publicly to be the local representative.
This is what will happen soon: people in Victoria will
make their decision on what needs to be done, who is
actually the party that they need to be able to trust to
deliver and who will actually get the job done. We
cannot just have amnesia about what happened in that
last four-year term. I have been asked to yield so that
we can get on to the adjournment debate, and I want to
make it critically clear that when it comes down to the
Victorian election and the issue of trust, only Labor is
delivering for all Victorians.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (19:22) — This motion
is important to Victorians, not just those in the gallery
but the many Victorians who are watching online and
the many thousands of Victorians who will read about
this debate in the years to come — many thousands,
because motions of no confidence are rare. They are
taken in the most exceptional circumstances. Why, in
this case, are we moving this motion? Because whether
you can believe in your government matters. Whether
you can trust what your government says about you,
about your family and about the future of your
community matters, as does whether you can rely on
the government when it says waiting lists will be
reduced or response times will be reduced. When
governments say they can reduce crime and keep you
safer, you need to know that you can believe in your
government. This government said it would not raise
taxes on the eve of the last election, and yet it did. And it
did not just do it once, twice or thrice; it did it 12 times
and counting.
Projects cost far more than this government ever said
they would cost. The Melbourne Metro Tunnel, which is
proceeding without any opposition from us, has seen
$2 billion in blowouts under this incompetent minister.
The north-east link has gone from $6 billion to
$16 billion and counting. The West Gate tunnel, a
$7 billion project at this stage, started off as a western
distributor costing half a billion dollars. Victorians need
to know whether they can believe their government
when they say projects will be finished on time.
They need to know across the range of other initiatives
that they can believe their government. When a
government says it will not introduce a drug injecting
room, they need to be able to rely on that, and yet they
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could not in this case. It matters to everybody watching
tonight. To everybody watching tonight I say — and
we understand it on this side of the house — it matters
whether you can believe the government that tries to
serve you.
You need to be able to believe in your government
because it comes down ultimately to the vision that
parties will offer at elections, and in advance of this
election I am proud to say that on this side of the
house, after the disappointment obviously of the last
election, we have spent three and a half, nearly four,
years speaking to Victorians and working with them to
develop a vision that will serve them and their
communities. That is what we have been doing in this
time, and the vision we have developed is something
they can rely on because they have helped develop it
with us.
When it comes to public transport we have got over
$600 million in new trains to serve the Warrnambool,
Albury, Shepparton, Swan Hill and Bairnsdale lines.
We have got $32 million to extend V/Line services on
the Maryborough line out to Donald. We have got
expanded rail services to the tune of nearly $80 million
to improve rail services between Shepparton and
Melbourne. We have got millions allocated for
improved bus services and timetable upgrades. We will
extend the Cranbourne line out to Clyde. We will
duplicate the Hurstbridge line between Greensborough
and Eltham. We will develop — and we are the only
party to offer this to the Victorian people — a freight
and logistics plan that will maximise the opportunities
for Victorians right across our state.
On roads, we will build the east–west link. I should say
that I have long regarded a tragedy, a travesty, what this
government did on the east–west link. It was not
limited to $1.3 billion. Let us all remember that when
this government cancelled the east–west link it did not
just cost us $1.3 billion; it meant, and has meant, that
for the last four years we have been denied the benefit
of $3 billion in federal money. So when this road could
have been built, it could have been built with
$4.3 billion, not just the $1.3 billion. That is the scale of
the rip-off and the broken promise of this government.
We will build the north-east link and we will do it in
conjunction with the east–west link. We will remove
intersections to free up the arteries of Melbourne. We
will not rip up the West Gate tunnel project, as much as
we see that as a far inferior version of the east–west link
stage 2. So across public transport, across roads, we
have a vision.
When it comes to health we have a vision: a new West
Gippsland Hospital and $100 million to upgrade
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Warrnambool Base Hospital. We have got a
$140 million palliative care plan. We have got
compulsory drug and alcohol treatment for those who
desperately need help. We have got free flu
vaccinations for kids aged six months to five years. We
have got a bowel cancer action plan. We have
developed a vision across the health portfolio.
In education, we will improve our education with a
curriculum review. We have got $80 million for
integrated education hubs for disadvantaged areas in
rural and regional communities across our state. We
will introduce phonics checks for students at year 1 so
that their difficulties can be identified and addressed.
Across public transport, across roads, across health and
across education we have made substantial and
profound commitments to the Victorian people.
In crime and community safety, Speaker, which you
have heard me speak about many times in this house,
we will fix the mess that this government has created,
not just overseen. Whether it is policing, whether it is
bail, whether it is sentencing, whether it is gangs,
whether it is riots — in the streets and behind bars —
we will fix the justice system. We will put
responsibility and respect at the heart of it.
I have never heard this government talk about
responsibility, accountability or respect. They have not
got a plan. We have a plan, and under the leadership of
the member for Bulleen we are doing something which
in my memory no-one from opposition has ever done.
We have presented a comprehensive plan from
Victoria’s east to its south to its west and to its north to
develop a decentralisation plan that will serve all
Victorians. We will not be a government obsessed with
everything that goes on inside the tram tracks. All of us
on this side of the house have been travelling our state
and working with communities to develop a plan and a
vision. Unless you can believe in your government, you
cannot believe in the vision that they are pretending to
have. We are offering the Victorian people a better way.
This mob over here, they do not have a vision. I will tell
you what they have. They have a communications plan.
This is a government run by PR flacks, with no vision.
They respond to events by the hour, by the bulletin, by
the media cycle. They pretend it was part of some artful
measure of leadership, like your drug injecting room
and like other initiatives you promised never to
introduce and then introduced. We have a vision. They
do not; they have a communications plan.
Understand, Speaker, only 14 motions of no confidence
have been moved in this place since 1952. They are
rare, and we have not moved this motion lightly. A

NO CONFIDENCE IN GOVERNMENT
Tuesday, 21 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

motion of no confidence will enliven section 8A of the
constitution, if it passes. That engages an eight-day
period when a motion of confidence in the government
has to be passed. If it fails, then the Governor,
exercising reserve powers, may dissolve the house.
That is how serious this motion is, and we have not
done it lightly. We do it because this government,
unlike any of its predecessors, has brought this house
and this Parliament into such disrepute. Although this
government’s term ends on 24 November 2018, we
strongly believe that this government has reached the
end of the line now.
There have been five police investigations into this
government: the dictaphone, which others have spoken
eloquently about; Steve Herbert; Cesar Melhem in the
Council; the former Speaker and the former Deputy
Speaker; and the Deputy President. I add one more to
the list, as it is growing. Lucky that there are busy news
days, because in any other circumstance a minister who
went around a fundraiser with an EFTPOS machine,
shaking people down for political donations, would
have lost his job. He would have lost his job because
the ministerial code of conduct says he should — and it
says the Premier should take charge of the situation. So
thank goodness for busy news days. Thank goodness
there is so much traffic in the way that no-one noticed
Mr Dalidakis in the other place. Lucky for him. Well,
we know what he got up to. And of course there are the
red shirts, which is the fulcrum of this motion but is not
the entirety of it. Let us remember the government does
not come here without a rich history: a parliamentary
audit, an initial police investigation, an almost
unprecedented referral by the upper house to the
Ombudsman, a Privileges Committee inquiry —
unheard of previously — and now a second police
investigation.
Others have spoken at length about what the
Ombudsman’s report has disclosed, as disturbing as it
is. I just want to say something about why this motion
is even more urgent now, because the situation has
become even worse. Not only do we have a damning
Ombudsman’s report; we have ministers who are
refusing to stand down, despite damning findings
against them — including the chief law officer. In any
other circumstance ministers would stand down
because they would know that their ongoing positions
are untenable.
Worse than spending over $1 million trying to obstruct
the Ombudsman in the courts, this mob over here have
just done away with those niceties. They just want to go
and monster Victoria Police out of their job. We have
Sam Rae, Kosmos Samaras and Luke Hilakari, an
associate lieutenant of the fellow who sits there,

2879

monstering Victoria Police. For your own benefit — far
be it from me to offer you legal advice — you had
better watch out. You do not want to be on the wrong
side of the provisions that talk about perverting the
course of justice, and you certainly do not want to be
accused of hindering a police investigation, both
offences under our criminal law. So gone are the
niceties. They are looking to monster police.
It gets even worse. There are cracks emerging in their
stories. In September 2015, when the laughable
Minister for Sport was asked had he signed any time
sheets, he said, ‘Totally inaccurate’. Then the Leader of
the Opposition asked him earlier this year, ‘Do you
change your story now?’, and he said that he was not
going to improve upon his answer, despite the
Ombudsman saying that he had signed time sheets for
Jake Finnigan. He was asked today about Ben
McMullin and he hid under a rock. What a coward.
As for the Attorney-General — he has just joined us; let
us all thank him — if you want to know what the
definition of regret is, if you look up ‘regret’ in the
authorised dictionary of the English language,
Australian version, there is a picture of the
Attorney-General being interviewed by Neil Mitchell
on 22 March, when he admitted that he had signed time
sheets in respect of a staff member who spent two days
a week campaigning for the member for Mordialloc,
who is yet to join us. Even the story of the Premier
himself is starting to show cracks. He said he knew
nothing about it and no-one had ever raised the issue
with him. Well, Mr Somyurek in the Council put paid
to that lie and made clear he had raised it with him. So
we have a government whose alibis, whose stories, are
starting to crack.
Many people have said why bring on a motion that is
certain to fail? I will tell you why: because we hope
that there are some people over there who might be
consistent in their views. Speaker, you might
remember sitting over on this side of the house four
years ago when the then opposition leader, now
Premier, made comments about a certain matter that
came before this house and made much of the fact that
staff of that member had been told a lie, something
which has been repeated — we know from the red
shirts rorts that staff were told not to say anything
about it. The now Premier made it very clear that he
believed that somebody who broke the rules should
resign or be dismissed. Who over there, with all the
money that has been wasted, with all the obstacles that
have in my view unlawfully been put in the pathway of
Victoria Police, has paid a price? No-one. No-one has
lost a job; no-one has been sanctioned. This is the only
chance we have to sanction. If they believed now what
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they believed four years ago, they would vote with us
when it comes time to cast a vote.

House divided on motion:

Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
(19:37) — I move:

Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

That the question be now put.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
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
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
O’Brien, Mr M.

Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thorpe, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
The SPEAKER — The question is that the motion
of no confidence moved by the Leader of the
Opposition be agreed to.

Ayes, 33
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 49
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Motion defeated.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (19:47) — Order! The members for
Hastings, Kew, Burwood and Eltham will leave the
chamber for the period of half an hour.
Honourable members for Hastings, Kew, Burwood
and Eltham withdrew from chamber.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
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ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER — The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Public housing
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (19:48) — (14 814) 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 the matter that I first
wrote to him about on 22 March 2017 and subsequently
also raised as an adjournment matter on 23 May 2018.
The issue is that a constituent who lives in Barter
Crescent, Forest Hill, continues an ongoing battle with
the department of housing to have some important
maintenance works completed. I am very disappointed
to have to raise this matter again, but I have no choice
as the minister has failed to ensure that the serious
outstanding maintenance matters will be addressed.
My constituent has been extraordinarily patient
regarding these outstanding maintenance issues and
wrote to me yesterday to provide me with an update.
She also called my office and spoke to one of my staff
and was very distressed and frustrated to advise that
despite repeated attempts by her and numerous visits by
an array of tradesmen, the maintenance matters remain
outstanding. The minister can review the details of the
matters I raised in this place on 23 May. My constituent
has continually put up with these unresolved issues,
including regular flooding in her backyard, a damaged
and ineffective side gate, a fence that is falling down and
a carport with no roof. She has sent me some shocking
photos of her property, which I have with me tonight,
and I am very happy to make these available to the
chamber. These very comprehensive photos show a
carport with no roof, some completely disgraceful
carpentry work that has not been done properly and
spouting falling off. It is just outrageous. You can look
at her backyard after that drop of rain the other day.
This is a very frustrating and very difficult position for
my constituent to be in. She has been patient. She has
tried her very best to resolve it through the normal
channels, but it has been ignored. There have been an
array of tradesmen come in and come out that have
done bits and pieces but essentially have left it worse
than it ever was. The minister needs to take charge of
this issue and ensure that the necessary work is done in
an efficient manner and not as is currently the situation,
with numerous tradesmen attending the property but
not actually completing any of the jobs required. This
must be costing Victorian taxpayers a lot of money
through this gross inefficiency. I ask the minister to
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once and for all urgently resolve these very
longstanding maintenance issues at my constituent’s
property. I look forward to hearing from the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing about this issue and
having my constituent’s housing maintenance issues
finally being resolved after many years of waiting.

Yuroke electorate fire brigades
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (19:51) — (14 815) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Emergency
Services. Can the minister please provide me with an
update as to how Country Fire Authority brigades in the
Yuroke electorate have benefited from the Andrews
Labor government’s grant programs throughout this
term of government? Yuroke residents are very
fortunate to be protected by committed volunteer and
career firefighters at three different stations. Indeed the
minister has been kind enough to take the time to meet
with many of them on a number of occasions. This
government has provided fantastic support to volunteer
and career firefighters in my community, and I look
forward to the minister outlining that record.

Swan Hill hospital
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (19:51) — (14 816)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health,
and the action I seek from the minister is for her to
instruct her department to provide an up-to-date costing
on the redevelopment of the Swan Hill hospital. The
Swan Hill Needs a New Hospital group have been
formed to lobby for a new hospital in Swan Hill,
because they quite rightly believe that the current
building is sick and needs to be rebuilt. They have done
a lot of work campaigning to do that, and members of
this house would have all received a T-shirt and a letter
from them in the last sitting week. I am sure that
members, particularly those on the other side, will be
wearing those T-shirts with pride.
One of the challenges that group faces is getting
up-to-date real information about the cost of
redevelopment of the Swan Hill hospital. They did
organise a rally last Wednesday, which over 500 people
attended. The street was closed off, and there were a
number of speakers at that rally: Dr Ernan Hession,
Dr Louise Bibby, who works there as well, and Raylene
Richardson, who is the widow of Don Logan, who had
over 40 years service on the board, who spoke of Don’s
vision of getting a new hospital in Swan Hill.
As a result of that action I made some comments that
day that the Swan Hill hospital and the department were
forbidden from talking to the opposition and to the
Swan Hill Needs a New Hospital group. The Minister
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for Health’s office responded to the Swan Hill
Guardian, which was printed on the Friday, saying that
that was not correct and that what I was saying was
wrong, completely untrue and misleading. If what the
minister’s office said about that is true, can I urge the
minister to urge her department to please give the Swan
Hill Needs a New Hospital group and me a detailed
briefing on what the cost of that new hospital will be,
because despite the fact that we were told they could
not speak to us, the minister is now saying that is not
true. The action I seek is that the minister live up to her
word and actually provide a briefing to that group and
to me on the cost of a new hospital and the
redevelopment in Swan Hill.

New Gisborne Primary School
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (19:54) — (14 817) The
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister
for Education. The action I seek is that the minister join
me at New Gisborne Primary School to meet with
principal Andy Kozak and school council president
Mick Campbell to understand the needs of this growing
school community and its vision for teaching and
learning into the future. With a strong focus on
developing the whole child through activities, including
sport and music, students at New Gisborne Primary
School consistently achieve strong NAPLAN results, so
it is no surprise then that New Gisborne Primary School
is an immensely popular local school.
As a result the school is expecting enrolments to
increase significantly over the next four to five years.
Keen to manage this growth sustainably, the school’s
leadership in partnership with its dynamic parent-led
school council has developed a comprehensive vision
that aims to support the school’s high aspirations as it
continues to grow. Over our term the Andrews Labor
government has delivered an unprecedented level of
investment to schools across my electorate, including
New Gisborne primary. We have already invested more
than $53 million in local schools, compared with a
measly $15 million under the previous Liberal
government, and we rebuilt the New Gisborne art room
that burnt down way back in 2011. But a Labor
government knows we need to keep investing in
education. It is absolutely vital, and it is core to our
values. And of course we will always get right behind
our public schools in regional Victoria. I look forward
to welcoming the minister to New Gisborne.

Warrandyte Road, Ringwood North
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (19:55) — (14 818) My
adjournment request is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The action I seek is a full road safety
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review of Warrandyte Road in the vicinity of the
Ringwood North shops, in particular along Warrandyte
Road between Lockhart Road and after the roundabout.
This specifically relates to road congestion in the area
that is mounting and becoming gridlocked during peak
hours. But it is also gridlocked during school drop-off
and pick-up times. With the Andrews government’s
policy of increasing housing density, together with
population increases, there are more vehicles and
pedestrians on and around the roads than ever before.
Residents are reporting that they see near misses from
cars speeding through the pedestrian crossings when
travelling north and south between Oban Road and
Wonga Road. They also report that with the current
speed limit residents struggle to get out of the streets off
Warrandyte Road due to heavy traffic.
Residents have particularly asked for a speed limit
decrease along Warrandyte Road, which is really
important considering the road safety issues and just
the sheer number of vehicles on the road in this area,
especially when people are going into and also coming
out of the shopping area. Residents are fearful that
there will be a serious accident if their speed and safety
concerns are not addressed. There are significant
volumes of traffic coming through this street, with
local shops, schools and childcare centres. There are
also many children crossing the road both before
school starts and after school, and it is very, very
important to my community that those students remain
safe at all times. I ask the minister to act on my request
for the safety of all who use the roads in Ringwood
North, particularly around the Oban Road–Warrandyte
Road roundabout in all aspects — north, south, east
and west — but particularly in the vicinity of the
shopping centre.

Ambulance response times
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (19:57) —
(14 819) My adjournment matter this evening is to the
Minister for Ambulance Services. The action I seek is
for the minister to update my community on how
response times have improved over the last reporting
period in the Mordialloc electorate and in the City of
Kingston region. Every Victorian expects the best
quality health care and the best ambulance response
times, but unfortunately over the term of the previous
government we saw code 1 average response times slip
to some 14 minutes. We saw lives put at risk. When
seconds count and lives matter, getting our paramedics
there in the quickest possible fashion is the most
important thing for our community. Whether it is a
choking child, a child suffering an asthma attack or
someone experiencing pains in their chest, those frantic
moments are so very critical.
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When Labor came to government, it ended the crisis in
our ambulance system. Investing in and supporting our
paramedics saw response times get down to just over
11 minutes, and that matters. It is more than seconds;
minutes have been saved in responding to and
supporting people. We have recruited more than
450 paramedics to strengthen our health system into the
future. It goes with our commitment to nurse-to-patient
ratios supporting people in hospitals and our support for
elective surgery. That term ‘elective surgery’ can be
very misleading when we think of very important
procedures like knee replacements, hip replacements or
cataracts, which improve people’s lives and their
outcomes and quality of life. This is about investing in
our health, and that is what Labor governments do best.
We have seen over the last few years improvements in
ambulance response times in the bayside region, and
we know that is supporting people and that it matters to
people’s lives. As we improve those response times, I
am so keen to update my community on how those
response times are saving lives and supporting people.
So I ask the Minister for Ambulance Services: how are
those response times going now in the Mordialloc
electorate and the City of Kingston?

Grovedale childcare centre
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (19:59) — (14 820)
My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister
for Planning. The action I seek is for the minister to
intervene and call in the planning application for the
proposed Grovedale childcare centre and refuse the
planning permit at its proposed location. Minister,
planning permit application 833-2018 currently before
VCAT to use and develop land at 37–39 Pioneer Road
and 2 Westminster Street, Grovedale, for a proposed
childcare centre in Grovedale concerns not only an
inappropriate and dangerous spot for such a facility, but
also a facility that is currently not required in that part
of Grovedale. I ask you to use your powers as the
Minister for Planning to intervene in the VCAT
process, call in this permit and reject it.
The application is for a 98-place childcare centre which
would operate from 7.00 a.m. to 6.30 p.m. on Pioneer
Road, which is a very busy arterial road alongside an
established residential precinct. I am informed that
nearby childcare centres are running at only 40 per cent
occupancy, and therefore there is hardly a need for
another 98 places in this area. Minister, as you would
remember from last year, I am by no means against
childcare centres being built. Quite the opposite, my
electorate needs them in certain growth areas such as
Armstrong Creek, Waurn Ponds and Torquay. I note
that the City of Greater Geelong has a childcare needs
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projection that states new centres will be required in
Armstrong Creek, and that is why the previous Liberal
government provided $7.1 million to build a new
childcare centre in Armstrong Creek, which is presently
under construction by the City of Greater Geelong.
This centre in Grovedale does threaten the viability of
nearby centres and also the residential character of the
street. The location is inappropriate. I tabled a petition
in this house on 25 July where nearly 700 locals
strongly believe that it will greatly impact their amenity
in the area, creating more noise, increased traffic and a
reduction in available on-street parking. I note within
the application there is an allocation for only 18 onsite
car parks; therefore this will obviously lead to more
traffic and congestion in already very busy Pioneer
Road and side streets. The City of Greater Geelong
understood these concerns and has already refused the
permit, leading this application to go to VCAT to be
dealt with.
Minister, I have met and heard from many of the locals
who have been objectors to this proposal — locals like
John Raven, who tells me that the increased traffic
movements will be potentially dangerous to residents
when entering their properties. John notes to me that
exiting from Westminster Street into Pioneer Road is
challenging at the best of times and this street is
effectively a one-lane road when cars legitimately park
out the front of their houses, and this centre will render
the street even more difficult to navigate. Therefore,
Minister, given that 700 people have signed the petition
in the local area against this centre and there is no need
for a centre in this area — it is needed in other parts of
the electorate — I ask you to use your powers and
intervene in the VCAT process, call this permit in and
refuse it.

Carrum electorate women’s health forum
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (20:02) — (14 821) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and
the action I seek is for the minister to join with me at
my women’s health forum on 13 September. The
Andrews Labor government is supporting women’s
health and wellbeing by funding sexual and
reproductive health services, free breast screens,
training for health workers in family violence detection,
mental health and body image programs and of course
nurse-to-patient ratios and more nurses and midwives.
Earlier this year we announced plans for a women’s
sexual and reproductive health centre to be based at
Peninsula Health Community Health. Victorian women
can now access expert evidence-based information,
with Women’s Health Victoria now operating
Victoria’s first women’s sexual and reproductive health
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phone line, 1800 My Options. The centre and the phone
line are part of Victoria’s first-ever women’s sexual and
reproductive health plan. I am so very proud to be part
of a government that is putting women’s health
squarely on the agenda. I look forward to welcoming
the minister on 13 September.

Sandringham power outages
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (20:03) —
(14 822) I wish to raise a matter for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the
action that I seek is for the minister to assist in
providing an explanation as to why multiple
Sandringham small business proprietors were adversely
impacted by recent power outages on 24 July 2018 and
31 July 2018.
The Andrews government has symbolically
transitioned Victoria’s energy supply from having had
the capacity to deliver AC/DC’s High Voltage to Elton
John’s Candle in the Wind if we are lucky. A number
of local businesses have been unable to continue
trading due to all pricing being electronic and therefore
inaccessible without power. One of those businesses
also faced the potential of large amounts of refrigerated
stock being spoiled. A local medical practice faced
massive inconvenience due to the blackouts; they were
unable to treat any patients, nor were staff able to
contact patients to cancel their scheduled
appointments. This resulted in patients, many of whom
are elderly or disabled, being sent home after making
the journey to the practice. The clinic reported a
complete loss of income for the afternoon.
A local aged-care facility was forced to operate on
generator power during the blackouts, and this power
was only able to cover essential services. The majority
of the facility was in the dark. Residents were required
to gather en masse in the communal areas where staff
could safely monitor them. Noting that the power
outages occurred at almost the same time of day
exactly one week apart, I would value any insights that
the minister might be able to provide, which I could
then pass on to Sandringham electorate small business
proprietors, as to the cause of these blackouts as well
as steps that can be taken to prevent this happening in
the future.
Regrettably many Sandringham electorate business
proprietors and industries are being disempowered by
the actions of the present government and the reduction
of the baseload power capacity coming out of the
Latrobe Valley. It has a serious impact when employers
are not able to fill contracts and when service providers
are not able to meet the medical needs of their patients.
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As we move forward it is imperative that Victoria as a
state — which once had the generating capacity to
provide employment, through the manufacturing
industry and major providers to the industry trade and
the manufacturing trade, to apprentices, to leading
hands, to specialist tradespeople and to office people
and enabled them to compete with the best in the world
for manufactured output — has a reliable power supply.

Bentleigh electorate bus services
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (20:06) — (14 823) My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport, and it concerns the new bus route
that was funded in the budget. The action that I seek is
that the minister provide an update to my community
on the progress of that new bus route. It was funded in
the last state budget. It will run from Moorabbin station
to Chadstone shopping centre via Tucker Road and
East Boundary Road, and it will fill some service gaps
that we currently have in East Bentleigh. East Bentleigh
is of course a large suburb that does not have easy
access to a train station, so buses are very important,
and this bus route was developed in close consultation
with the local community.
While I am talking about buses, it would be remiss of
me not to address the metropolitan transport forum in
Glen Eira last week. It was a really good discussion in
many ways about the future of transport services in the
area. The shadow Minister for Public Transport, David
Davis, was not a panellist, but he was in the front row.
To say that Mr Davis lost the plot while sitting in the
front row would be an understatement. He spent the
entire night shouting and screaming at the top of his
lungs, making a spectacle of himself. He had absolutely
nothing positive to add as the shadow Minister for
Public Transport, but what was worse than that was that
members of the Liberal Party who were present really
had nothing to contribute when it comes to commuting
and commuters. They made a whole lot of motherhood
statements about transport but no real, tangible policies.
I know that all of the genuine people who were actually
there — once you stripped away the many Young
Liberals who were at this meeting — were left
scratching their heads as to what this opposition is
offering when it comes to public transport.
We outlined record investment in public transport,
including level crossing removals, the Metro Tunnel
and a $200 million investment in new and improved
bus routes. The Liberals really gave us nothing. I think
that David Davis’s role in these transport forums is,
frankly, just to go around and disrupt them. He did the
same thing at the City of Stonnington. Frankly he is a
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total disgrace and should be an embarrassment to
those opposite.

Responses
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (20:09) — A
number of issues have been raised by a number of
members for a range of ministers, and I will pass those
matters on to those ministers.
The SPEAKER — The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 8.09 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Ordered that petition be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT
COMMITTEE

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (09:33) — Order! Can I issue a
very warm welcome in the gallery today to a delegation
from the Indian state of Tamil Nadu, led by the
Honourable Dr Chinnathambi Vijayabaskar, the
Minister for Health and Family Welfare in that state.

Methodologies and outcomes from Victorian
Ombudsman reports tabled in Parliament
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) presented report, together
with transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.

Removal
The SPEAKER (09:34) — I advise the house that
notices of motion 5 to 8 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.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Capel Caravan Park
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean draws
to the attention of the house:
1.

The recent sale of the Capel Caravan Park in Capel
Sound, currently with a 90 per cent occupancy of
permanent residents, equating to 100 families and
individuals who now face an uncertain future.

2.

That the government take all steps necessary to
assist residents to find alternative affordable
accommodation should they choose to relocate.

3.

That, as part of the current review of the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997, the government
investigate protections for tenants against financial
loss should a residential caravan park be sold.

4.

A compensation regime already exists in NSW and
could at a minimum be considered in Victoria in
order to assist vulnerable residents to relocate.

5.

That the costs for such relocation assistance may be
far less than providing emergency housing and
rental subsidy over the longer term to otherwise
homeless residents.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (137 signatures).

Ordered that report be published.

ECONOMIC, EDUCATION, JOBS AND
SKILLS COMMITTEE
Career advice activities in Victorian schools
Mr CRISP (Mildura) presented report, together
with appendices and transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Surveyor-General — Report 2017–18 on the administration
of the Survey Co-ordination Act 1958.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
(LONG-TERM TENANCY AGREEMENTS)
BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice
The SPEAKER (09:37) — Yesterday the manager
of opposition business took a point of order about the
Minister for Veterans’ answer to the Leader of the
Opposition’s first supplementary question regarding his
responsiveness. The minister was required to respond
insofar as the question related to his portfolio duties or
the government action outlined in the Ombudsman’s
report. In referring to previous answers in the house and
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the Ombudsman’s investigation, I consider that the
minister was responsive.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Maiden Gully YCW football-netball ground
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (09:38) — On
Saturday night in freezing conditions, I had the honour
of officially turning on the new lights at the Maiden
Gully YCW football-netball ground. The ground is
located at the new Marist College site. Three netball
courts and the senior and junior football ovals at the
college are now able to realise their full capacity
through a mix of competition and training standard
lights, thanks to a $100 000 contribution from the
Andrews Labor government through the Community
Sports Infrastructure Fund in partnership with the City
of Greater Bendigo and an enormous effort by the club
to raise $76 000. Congratulations to the club for their
community spirit and volunteer fundraising efforts. The
first premiership season match under the new lights was
played between Maiden Gully YCW, second on the
ladder, and Newbridge, who are first on the ladder, and
Newbridge were resounding winners by 99 points. Of
course I had to declare my conflict of interest in the
game, as my son-in-law is coach of Newbridge. The
new sports precinct at Maiden Gully will serve this
growing community well into the future.

Bendigo Violet Street Primary School oval
Ms EDWARDS — Bendigo Violet Street Primary
School is set to get a new oval thanks to $110 000 in
funding from the Andrews Labor government. A big
shout-out to school captain Thomas Daniels, who
publicly raised the issue of the news of the school oval
being in need of an upgrade and advocated strongly for
this upgrade. I was thrilled to be able to support the
school with this funding and announce it at their school
assembly. Many of the students are avid soccer players,
and the new oval will have a soccer pitch and goals as
well as landscaping and drainage works to ensure all
who attend the school have access to the very best
of facilities.
The SPEAKER (09:39) — I have been advised that
in the gallery today we have in our presence a number
of Vietnam veterans, some of whom have recently
received citations for gallantry at the Battle of
Coral-Balmoral. We are of course commemorating the
50th anniversary of that battle this year. I welcome
those veterans to the gallery.

Wednesday, 22 August 2018

Life Activities Club Knox
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (09:40) —
Firstly, I would like to congratulate the Life Activities
Club Knox on their 31st birthday, which I had the
honour to attend last week. I pay tribute to Sandra
O’Donnell, the president of that club. Members of that
club do wonderful work within the City of Knox, and
congratulations to all involved.

Lynn Brewster
Mr WAKELING — I had the great pleasure of
presenting Lynn Brewster, an outstanding resident in
Ferntree Gully, with her Victoria Day award for her
outstanding service at Foothills Community Care,
where she has provided dessert on a voluntary basis for
250 nights over an 11-year period. I congratulate her
and all of the volunteers who provide great work for
this voluntary organisation.

Mountain District Netball Association
Mr WAKELING — On the weekend I had great
pleasure in attending the netball grand final at the
Mountain District Netball Association. Congratulations
to everyone involved, to Christine Marshall,
vice-president of the association, and all the clubs for
another outstanding year.

Whitehorse Showtime
Mr WAKELING — Also congratulations to the
local scouts and guides from the Mount Dandenong
district who participated in the Whitehorse Showtime
presentation. I pay tribute to everyone involved in that
organisation. Also congratulations to my local scout
and guide groups that were involved, including my
children, Emily and Thomas, who were participants. I
know they had a wonderful time.

Vietnam veterans
Mr WAKELING — Can I finally just also pay
tribute to the Vietnam veterans in the gallery. On behalf
of the Liberal and National parties, we congratulate you
on your service. Thank you.

Graham McBride and Jim Hyde
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (09:41) — I rise to mourn the recent passing of
two fine Victorians.
Graham McBride was a lifelong advocate for social
justice. He was a young Christian worker in his day, a
social reformer, an international aid worker, a leading
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figure of the Port Melbourne community, the founder
of the Port Melbourne Historical and Preservation
Society and a lifetime member of the Australian Labor
Party. His commitment to social justice and the Labor
Party will be long remembered by all those whose lives
he touched, as was reflected in the large turnout at his
recent funeral.
I also mourn the passing of Jim Hyde, a long-time
advocate in the LGBTI community, an HIV activist, a
leading figure in the Victorian AIDS Council and a
leader in the public health sector, including a stint as the
director of public health in the then Department of
Health. He was also prominent in the media and an
all-round activist for the wellbeing of the LGBTI
community. His sudden stroke and recent passing have
left many saddened.
Both Graham and Jim were deeply loved by family,
friends and community. They will be missed by us all.

Vietnam veterans
Mr FOLEY — With you, Speaker, I join in
marking by recognition the service of our Vietnam
veteran community in a war that far too many of us are
still unfamiliar with. On behalf of the government, I
admire their service and wish them all the best.

Vietnam veterans
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (09:43) — I too want to
acknowledge the Vietnam veterans who join us today. I
was delighted to again attend the Mitchell sub-branch
for the Vietnam veterans service on Saturday to mark
Vietnam Veterans Day. It was a particularly moving
service because the branch marked the 50th anniversary
of the Battle of Coral-Balmoral and the involvement of
our local veterans, including John Phoenix, John
Blackwell, Ian Warren and Bruce Tarran. The Unit
Citation for Gallantry has of course been a long time
coming to those men.

Army Tank Museum, Puckapunyal
Ms RYAN — I have written today to the Chief of
the Defence Force, asking him to consider an allocation
of funding to move the Army Tank Museum at
Puckapunyal to the front of the base. The construction
of a new museum there has been spoken about for a
very long time, but frustratingly we have not had much
action. I will continue to fight for this project because I
think it can bring great tourism to Seymour and it ties in
very nicely with the Vietnam veterans wall that we
have there and also the Light Horse park.
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Benalla P–12 College
Ms RYAN — Last week I met with Benalla P–12
College’s new principal, Tony Clark, to discuss the
school’s funding predicament. While the Treasurer is
out there telling us that it is the best of times, students in
Benalla are stuck in decaying buildings. The school
council has worked very hard on its master plan, but the
school still has a huge funding shortfall on the
$11.5 million that we committed at the last election. I
think that the Premier should explain to Benalla
students how it is the best of times for them when the
school has been starved of funding.

Battle of Coral-Balmoral veterans
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) (09:44) — The
year 2018 marks the 50th anniversary of the battles of
fire support bases Coral and Balmoral in the Vietnam
War. Coral-Balmoral was Australia’s longest series of
battles in Vietnam. It lasted 26 days, and we lost
25 Australians. We lost eight Victorians: Ian, Larry,
John, Robert, Bevan, Richard, Lindsay and Jeffrey.
Again and again the men at these bases defended against
strong attacks from rockets and mortar with tenacity
and, certainly, extraordinary gallantry. It was on that
basis that the commonwealth recently awarded the units
which fought at Coral-Balmoral the Unit Citation for
Gallantry, which is very much deserved and long
overdue. I was proud to advocate to the commonwealth
that these units finally receive this recognition.
I wish to notify the Parliament that we have several
Coral-Balmoral veterans as well as family members
and supporters of veterans here today to hear this
statement. To you I reiterate my admiration for your
service, and on behalf of all Victorians I thank you. I
know at times you have felt that your service has been
overlooked. I hope that this year, the 50th anniversary
of the gallant defence of the bases, you feel that you
have been recognised and appreciated. Lest we forget.

Mornington Peninsula planning
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (09:46) — I rise this
morning to condemn the Minister for Planning for his
decision to strip Mornington Peninsula shire of its
planning powers for Kaufland supermarkets. The Labor
Party likes to claim that planning decisions are best
made locally. Unfortunately their rhetoric rarely
matches their actions.
There have been very few ministerial interventions in
the Mornington Peninsula shire, and they have all come
from the Labor Party. The most recent flawed decision
imposed a high-density residential development regime
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across the peninsula. They have form in retail planning
as well. In 2010 then Minister for Planning Justin
Madden intervened to approve, without proper
consultation, the Masters development at Mornington.
That decision took an industrial site and converted it into
a retail site overnight, delivering an enormous windfall
profit for the landholder and fragmenting the shopping
centre. Of course Masters did not last long, perhaps in
part because of the poor planning that Labor imposed.
In this case the site that is proposed for the new
supermarket has been planned for decades as parkland
industrial. It is intended to provide a pleasant treed
entrance to the town and in a very practical way prevent
the mistakes that have so often been made on arterial
roads by allowing wall-to-wall retail development and
making the traffic impassable. I call on the minister to
live up to his rhetoric, recognise his overreach and
reinstate the Mornington Peninsula shire as the
responsible authority for the Kaufland proposal.

Jane Flanagan
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (09:47) — I would like to
wish Jane, who is one of our fantastic parliamentary
attendants, and who is on her way out of the chamber, a
very happy birthday. Have a great day.

Sunbury railway station car parking
Mr J. BULL — Last week I had the great pleasure
of joining the Minister for Public Transport to confirm
more car parking for commuters in my electorate. The
announcement follows $60 million from the Victorian
budget to allocate over 2000 additional car parks at
metropolitan stations. The current deck at the Sunbury
station will be extended by adding an additional level
and making it quicker and easier to drive to the station
and catch the train. We expect this will deliver over
300 new spaces, with construction to commence
in 2019.
There are people who like to make a lot of noise talking
about issues but never make any real move to fix them,
and then there is our government. We take the problems
and get on with fixing the issues at hand. I am very
pleased to have been advocating strongly, alongside
Sunbury residents, for these spaces. I would like to
thank the minister and of course all locals who spoke to
me about this issue.

Sunbury Lions Football Netball Club
Mr J. BULL — I would like to congratulate the
Sunbury Lions under-18 girls football side on winning
back-to-back premierships on the weekend. They
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fought back to level the game at half-time, kicking
against the wind, and got over the line against Keilor,
which was a terrific effort by all involved.

Solar homes program
Mr J. BULL — A re-elected Andrews Labor
government will help Victorians save around $900 each
year on power bills, with half-price solar panels at no
up-front cost. This is a terrific policy — a real game
changer. Labor is putting power back in the hands of
Victorian households.

Barwon Heads Road duplication
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (09:49) — I was
pleased to join the Leader of the Opposition last Friday
along with Liberal candidates for Geelong and
Bellarine, Freya Fidge and Brian McKiterick, to
announce that an elected Victorian Liberal government
will deliver $290 million to duplicate Barwon Heads
Road. This funding will duplicate Barwon Heads Road
from Settlement Road to Lower Mount Duneed Road,
remove the level crossing on Barwon Heads Road at
Marshall as well as signalise and fix multiple
intersections, making them safer. Standing with the
Leader of the Opposition at the notoriously dangerous
blackspot intersection of Marshalltown Road and
Barwon Heads Road, which I like many locals navigate
daily, it was clear to me that this project is very much
needed and, with the amount of growth in the region,
long overdue.
This funding is in addition to the announcement we
have already made to remove the traffic lights at the
congested intersection of Settlement Road and Barwon
Heads Road. This $290 million commitment to
duplicate Barwon Heads Road will not only fix
congestion but also improve safety on this vital transit
corridor. Unlike the current state Labor government, the
Victorian Liberals have a plan to make our drive safer,
improve our roads and reduce traffic congestion.

Mount Moriac Reserve
Mr KATOS — Last Thursday I was pleased to
attend the Modewarre Football and Netball Club at
Mount Moriac Reserve to announce that an elected
Liberal government will invest $650 000 to deliver a
range of vital upgrades for the club, the reserve and the
Barwon Valley Pony Club. These upgrades will consist
of providing improved lighting, drainage and netball
shelters for the Modewarre Football and Netball Club
and also increased storage, female change facilities,
new kitchen facilities and a new function space for the
Barwon Valley Pony Club.
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Vietnam veterans
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (09:50) — I too would
like to acknowledge the Vietnam veterans that are here
in Parliament today.

Geelong rail services
Ms COUZENS — I was delighted to have the
Premier in Geelong last week and to join him and the
Labor candidate for South Barwon, Darren Cheeseman,
for a number of exciting announcements. Only Labor
will give the people of Geelong the reliable modern
train service they deserve. A re-elected Labor
government will deliver the $736 million project to
duplicate 11 kilometres of track between South
Geelong and Waurn Ponds stations and remove the
dangerous and congested level crossings at Fyans Street
and Surf Coast Highway. This means Geelong drivers
will no longer be stuck waiting at these boom gates for
hours every week and that the notorious bottleneck that
causes delays on the Geelong line will be removed once
and for all. This will allow trains to run every
10 minutes during peak times between Waurn Ponds
and Melbourne, delivering up to 255 extra services
from Waurn Ponds, 235 services from Marshall and
45 services from South Geelong each week.

The Orange Door
Ms COUZENS — The first of Victoria’s new
support and safety hubs was launched in Geelong, as
the Andrews Labor government works to protect
women and children from violence and make it easier
for families to access support. The Premier and I joined
hub practitioners and community members in Geelong
to launch The Orange Door, the new name for the
support and safety hubs, a major part of the Labor
government’s reform of family violence services. The
Orange Door fundamentally changes the way the
government delivers services to women and children
experiencing family violence.

Economy
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (09:52) — All
Victorians deserve the essential services needed to live
a good life — basic things like a roof over your head,
being able to afford your energy bill, an easy way to get
to work, good schools and hospitals and a clean
environment. These are the things that people expect a
government to prioritise, but we are often told that
governments cannot afford to improve these things
because we do not have the money to pay for it. But in
fact it is not a lack of money that is the problem; it is
having the wrong priorities. Both Labor and the
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Liberals tell us we cannot afford to build more public
housing without selling off public housing land to big
developers and that we cannot afford to improve our
public transport or schools without selling off our
public assets. They tell us we cannot afford to wean
ourselves off tax from pokies or move away from
inefficient and distorting taxes like stamp duty. But in
fact we could afford to do all these things if only our
priorities were different.
We need bold ideas for raising revenue in this state so
we can pay for the things that we need. The Greens
have just released the first of our ideas in this area:
making the banks pay a fairer share of tax, which would
bring in over $1.5 billion over four years. Instead of
looking at this idea, the Labor government is happy to
stick with paying our bills by riding the wave of the
overinflated housing market and pokies revenue, which
have a terrible impact on Victorians. Our state’s
addiction to these unsustainable forms of revenue is bad
for all of us. It is time we had a bolder conversation
about revenue.

Hepburn Family Violence Action Group
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (09:53) — With Victoria
Police responding to a family violence call-out every
7 minutes, I joined the Hepburn Family Violence
Action Group earlier this month to hear about their
work to address Victoria’s leading community safety
issue. The action group comprises local and
Ballarat-based agencies, including Daylesford police,
the Hepburn Shire Council, Wrisc Family Violence
Support, Child and Family Services, Berry Street,
Hepburn Health Services, UnitingCare, the community
legal service, Springs Medical, the Department of
Education and Training and the Central Highlands
Integrated Family Violence Committee, and grew out
of a roundtable discussion with the former Minister for
the Prevention for Family Violence, the late Fiona
Richardson. This discussion provided the catalyst for a
powerful collaboration between agencies to provide
more effective and responsive services for women and
children seeking support in the small and sometimes
overlooked Hepburn shire.
The action group have made great progress against their
plan, including establishing partnerships with local
businesses and community legal services to deliver
crisis and transitional housing, emergency food relief
and legal services in the Hepburn shire. Congratulations
and keep up your excellent work. I will support you, as
only the Andrews government has committed to fund
and implement every one of the Royal Commission
into Family Violence recommendations.
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Grant Hocking

Ballarat Steiner School

Ms THOMAS — Congratulations to Woodend
paramedic Grant Hocking, ASM, on receiving the
Stroke Foundation’s President Achievement Award for
his work in stroke management over the past 10 years.
As a clinical manager at Ambulance Victoria, Grant
was part of a team that developed guidelines to help
paramedics treat stroke patients. About one in six
people will suffer a stroke in their lifetime, and
Victorian hospitals treat more than 14 000 people for
stroke and related conditions every year.

Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (09:56) — Last week I
visited Ballarat Steiner School to celebrate the
commencement of works on the school’s new
multipurpose hall, which received $634 000 as part of
the Andrews government’s capital grants program for
non-government schools. The school offers a terrific
range of education experiences for its students, which
will be further enhanced by this new performance
space. The project is also supporting Ballarat jobs in
the construction phase, with local firms delivering
the project.

Mallee Almond Blossom Festival
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (09:55) — The Mallee
Almond Blossom Festival in Robinvale continues to go
from strength to strength in its 11th year. Festivals like
this bring communities together and make them
stronger. Well done to the organising committee,
particularly for getting the wow factor for the year,
being Sara Storer.

Mildura electorate schools mini Olympics
Mr CRISP — I attended the little schools athletics
mini Olympics last week between Tempy, Woomelang
and Underbool primary schools. It was a great day of
friendly competition and a testament to the value of the
Liberal-Nationals policy commitment to support
interschool competitions.

Drought assistance
Mr CRISP — The drought continues to dominate
minds in regional Victoria and everybody is trying to
help where they can. This week Ouyen district farmers
are delivering their last load of hay free of charge to
western New South Wales farmers, while in Robinvale
the football netball club had a Parma for a Farmer
night. In drought, knowing that somebody cares is
important. Well done to Ouyen and Robinvale.

Sunraysia Men’s Shed
Mr CRISP — It was great to get to smoko at
Sunraysia Men’s Shed, a chance for conversation and
to look at the many Father’s Day projects underway.

Karen Belej
Mr CRISP — Tomorrow is an important day for the
Belej family. The judgement from the appeal hearing on
the sentence relating to the death of their daughter,
Karen, is to be delivered in the courts in Victoria. Today
we, together with everybody in Mildura, feel for the
Belej family as they wait for justice.

Ross Creek Avenue of Honour
Mr HOWARD — Last Saturday I was pleased to
join the Ross Creek community to celebrate the
rededication of their avenue of honour. The original
avenue of honour was planted on 17 August 1918 to
honour 20 young local men who served in World
War I. Exactly 100 years later the rededication marked
the restoration of the avenue. This was made possible
by a grant of $5000 from the Restoring Community
War Memorials and Avenues of Honour Grant program
by the Andrews Labor government to the Ross Creek
History Group, which supported the great work done by
their dedicated members.

Woowookarung Regional Park
Mr HOWARD — Last week I was pleased to join
Friends of Canadian Corridor members Bob Hartmann,
Jeff Rootes and Rob Loveband to celebrate funding
from the Community and Volunteer Action Grants
program for a project to reconnect Woowookarung
Regional Park’s koala and woodland bird corridor. The
grant of more than $11 000 will support the friends to
remove 5 hectares of gorse and plant over 1000 trees to
reconnect isolated areas of native vegetation in the
park. By increasing the habitat available to koalas and
native birds, it will allow animals and rare indigenous
plants to thrive.

Bush User Groups United
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (09:58) — Last sitting week
I was happy to join a number of my coalition
colleagues and stand on the steps of the Victorian
Parliament with members of Bush User Groups United.
Bush users such as miners and prospectors, hunters,
fishers, dirt bike riders, four-wheel drivers, horse trail
riders and dog walkers are worried about the future of
their recreational activity in Victorian forests. They are
concerned that the Labor government will succumb to
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calls to lock up the forests, calls that are coming from
the inner-city dwellers.
Bush users tell me that when they are out in the bush
they are alone. They rarely see others. Their impact on
the environment is minimal. It is not unusual for them to
remove rubbish or tackle weeds. They want access for
all and believe that if the bush is locked up and access
restricted for fossickers, riders or the like, there will be
no-one in the bush at all. The inner-city dwellers are not
the bush users. Invasive pests and weeds would reign. A
Labor-Greens coalition is certainly to be feared.

Launching Place Primary School aerobics
program
Ms McLEISH — For 10 years now Launching
Place Primary School have been running a school
aerobics program. Candice Nyman has been the teacher
driving this extracurricular program since its inception.
She is supported by staff members Lara Mackie and
Jacinta Kemp. Twenty-seven students, the highest
participation rate to date, will compete in four levels of
competition at the 2018 Schoolaerobics national
championships this Saturday. I wish the students all the
best. The aerobics program promotes participation in
physical activity through the development of rhythm,
coordination, technique, fitness, confidence and
showmanship. The program helps to heighten
self-esteem and promote teamwork. These are attributes
that the Liberals want all students to leave school with.
Well done to Launching Place Primary School.

Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (09:59) — I was very
pleased to join the Premier, the Deputy Premier, the
Minister for Training and Skills and the member for
Eltham at the opening of the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech
School, a $10 million project to invest in our young
people. Some 14 000 students from 19 secondary
schools across the Banyule and Nillumbik local
government areas will benefit from that tech school. The
Premier also announced the next 10 free TAFE courses
for high-demand industries. It was a huge celebration
and young people are very excited — that is 14 000
students across secondary schools in the Ivanhoe,
Bundoora, Yan Yean and Eltham electorates that will
benefit from that tech school, and all power to them.

Vietnam veterans
Mr CARBINES — I want to pay my respects to
Vietnam veterans and to the commemorative service at
the Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital. A shout-out to
veteran volunteers and veterans themselves, including
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Jeff Freeman; our RSL presidents at Greensborough
and Ivanhoe, Lee Webb and John Beezley; and to the
Minister for Veterans for attending an event at the
repatriation hospital on Wednesday to announce further
support for veterans. Lest we forget.

Ivanhoe electorate transport forum
Mr CARBINES — I want to thank those who
participated in our metropolitan transport forum
recently. Of course we did not see the Ivanhoe Liberal
candidate as she was gagged from attending the
metropolitan transport forum at the Heidelberg town
hall. We had a member from another place, David
Davis, attend. He was late arriving, quick to leave and
did not cover any local issues.

Jodi Dack
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (10:01) — I wish to
pass on my condolences to Brendan O’Connor, Una
and the family of Jodi Dack who, sadly, after a long and
courageous battle against cancer, has passed away. Jodi
was a lovely person, and she loved Brendan and her
daughter Una unconditionally. I first met Jodi when she
was Candy Broad’s ministerial adviser and then locally
when she was with Brendan. We went through the
preselection process together when Brendan picked up
the seat of Burke. She was fun, lovely and always with
a smile. Jodi will be sadly missed. Vale, Jodi Dack.

Vietnam veterans
Mr NARDELLA — I want to thank the veterans of
the Coral and Balmoral battles and all the Vietnam
veterans who were recognised by the honourable
Premier Andrews at the Shrine of Remembrance on
Saturday, at an event which I attended. The speech by
the Premier was very moving. It recognised the terrible
losses of our service men and women in Vietnam, but
also the fact that when they came back after doing their
duty to their country, they were ostracised and not
given the respect and recognition that they were entitled
to. They were shunned, told to disembark from the
aircraft behind the sheds out of the eye of others and
could not proudly wear their uniforms in public like
every soldier before them and every soldier since. The
Melton Vietnam vets are terrific people who regularly
get together, support each other and have fun. I want to
congratulate them and all their partners for having
served their country proudly, bravely and with their
mates. Lest we forget.
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Kambrya College
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (10:02) — I
recently had the great honour of attending Kambrya
College’s 13th annual presentation ball at The Grand. I
have been fortunate enough to attend the college’s ball
every year for the past 12 years. Each year I enjoy
seeing the bright young faces of students as they take to
the dance floor, but this year was particularly special as
it was my last.
Well done and congratulations to the 40 students who
were presented to the principal and me: Marissa Moore,
Nathan Mills, Bryanna Sillekens, Benjamin Joyce, Zoe
Hawkings, William Hodge, Darcy Wilkinson, Brayden
Mullane, Alexandra Jones, Jai Rensen, Rebecca Skoda,
Ethan Alford, Stephanie Naffa, Tristan Little, Sahra
Eishold, Luke Whalebone, Chloe Thom, Michael
Elhassan, Ashley Waters, Jak Street, Taylor Close,
Jared Smith, Hallen Todd, Ulian Cox, Kelsey Ackers,
Sebastian Tatt, Meaghan Hart, Massimilliano Murr,
Jemme Everett, Heath Wiley, Olivia Slater, Luke
Ramsay, Courtney Sherriff, Richard Kim, Zoe Amos,
William Gili, Kailey Hlavacek, Ryan Moloney, Ashlee
Vidot and Thomas Irwin.
I hope you all had a great time. You looked fabulous,
and you sure could dance. A special mention to Jai
Rensen, who was a true gentleman and asked me for a
dance. It was a joyous occasion for not only the excited
debutantes but also their families, friends and the entire
school community.
The team at Kambrya College have consistently put on a
wonderful night each year. I would like to also thank
principals Keith Perry, Michael Muscat, Ian McKenzie
and Jo Wastle for their leadership of the college
throughout the years and for always making me
feel so welcome.

Polwarth electorate fires
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (10:04) — I wish to
draw the house’s attention to the plight of many of my
constituents in the electorate of Polwarth who are still
reeling after the devastating fires across Polwarth on
St Patrick’s Day. It is becoming apparent by the day
that immediate government intervention is required to
help steer the progress of recovery. Recent
developments in law have seen the class action legal
option take over at times of disaster. This development,
while championed by many leading and well-known
law firms, is in fact causing more problems than it
claims to solve. I have had many reports delivered to
my office stating that on the day after the fire, when
burnt-out farmers and families were being kept from
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getting back to their homes and farms, legal
representatives were in fact out in liveried cars trying to
immediately sign up victims to a class action. The rush
for a legal field day has come at the expense of the
financial, emotional and mental wellbeing of many of
the victims.
We now know that farmers who just want to be
compensated for loss and move on with their lives are
being prevented by the process. The legal system as it is
playing out in western Victoria is preventing individual
farmers and communities from dealing directly with
power companies, which Energy Safe Victoria have
already found to be either responsible or partially
responsible for the fires.
In the aftermath of such devastation it is in everyone’s
best interests for issues of liability and responsibility to
be resolved immediately. Ten-year legal battles that
consume millions and make millions for the lawyers
involved cannot be allowed to continue while
hardworking farmers and communities are left to wait
and bear the ongoing cost and loss of such a disaster as
this fire.

St Helena Secondary College
Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:05) — I rise to
congratulate the cast and crew of St Helena Secondary
College on their performance of Chalk Circle recently.
It was a brilliant play and a mature and considered
performance. I especially congratulate the ‘sixers’, who
have had their last performance at St Helena. It has
been a pleasure watching them grow and develop over
the past five years.
The cast were Benoit Vari, Max Williams, Brooke
Naismith, Areeya Phrompradit, Keeley James,
Bernalise Anderson, Bernadette D’Agata, Tommy
Murphy, Tatum Sterling, Olivia Nielissen, Elise
Harrison, Paris Thomson, Nicolette Ryan, Keera
Franceschini, Nathaniel Roussety, Riley Pascoe, Joel
Pilkington, James Scott, Nathaniel Ryan, Jordan Clark,
Mark Laurie and Nathan Gatt. The director was
Amanda Egglestone.
The crew included Sam Bliss, Josh Bliss, Ellen
Naismith, Cathie Murphy, Stephen Hawker, Kaidn
Hawker, Tomas Gerasimidis, Zoe Pelly, Tom Creber,
Jacquee Dickins, Brooke Lockwood, Gem Correzzola,
Samantha Owen, Peta Cockburn, Jackie Ellis, Lynne
Bartlett and Danielle Sterling. It was a magnificent play
and they should all be congratulated.
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Melbourne Polytechnic
Ms WARD — I also congratulate Araluen’s cafe at
Melbourne Polytechnic. They opened their Chancez
Cafe last week, and it was a fantastic occasion with a
lot of people. This amazing campus has been
completely revitalised under this government. It was
closed under the previous government, but this
government reopened it and has turned it into an
absolute community.
I really want to give a strong shout-out to the art
director, Lara Haynes, who has done amazing work
with the people at Araluen, these amazing artists that
she helps to just bloom. The fantastic opportunities that
CEO Ross Coverdale has created at Chancez Cafe for
people who will be able to engage in training are
magnificent.
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mess once and for all still sits in draft form. I urge the
Minister for Water to get moving on this and lay out
clear guidelines for the management of these vital
drainage systems for the benefit of farmers and
community groups right across the south-west. The
government is responsible and needs to direct that the
actions needed take place as soon as possible.

Revitalising Broadmeadows
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:08) — As the
chair of the Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board I
would like to thank the Victorian government,
particularly the Minister for Suburban Development
and the Minister for Industry and Employment.
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South-western Victoria rural drainage

Penalty Rates and Fair Pay Select Committee:
penalty rates and fair pay

Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (10:07) — I
rise to bring to the attention of the house how
unacceptable levels of bureaucracy and blame-shifting
are hurting the livelihoods of farmers and rendering
community sporting facilities useless. Once again a
drain at Lake Gillear, which forms part of the extensive
rural drainage schemes across the south-west, is
blocked, again causing significant flooding and loss of
income to prime agricultural land and the Warrnambool
Motorcycle Club.

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (10:09) — I would like to
take the opportunity this morning to discuss once again
the report by the Penalty Rates and Fair Pay Select
Committee on its inquiry into penalty rates and fair pay,
which was tabled in this place in July 2018. In my
previous contribution I had the opportunity to thank
those committee members who of course served on the
committee, the staff and all those who took the time to
present to the committee, both in the form of written
submissions and in person.

I raised this in Parliament last year and wrote to the
minister. I was told the draft rural drainage strategy
would be released soon and would solve the problems.
It did not, and now almost 12 months on that strategy is
still sitting in draft form and the drains have
deteriorated even further and caused more damage. In
one part a tunnel which crosses underneath a road
reserve, Crown land and into private property has
collapsed. Now that area is totally blocked.

The committee considered a range of factors that relate
to penalty rates, including the immediate impact of
penalty rate changes, the impact on employees’ wages
and consumer spending and the impact on women and
single parents, young workers and rural and regional
Victorians across the state. The committee looked at the
impact on employers in relation to job creation,
additional hours for staff and difficulties in attracting
staff and in particular the impact on those in rural and
regional Victoria. We went further to consider the
broader economic impacts around wage growth,
employment, inequality and gender pay equity and
looked at the consumption and flow-on effects of those,
such as the casualisation of the workforce and the
demand on welfare services.

When the problem was identified two local councils got
together and came up with a workable solution. A
government-issued permit was needed to do the works.
The government would only issue the permit if the
council took on the overall management of the drains
maintenance. The farmers even tried but were not
allowed to clear their own drains without a permit,
which was refused. This issue needs to be sorted out as
a matter of priority.
Flooding costs farmers thousands year in, year out. This
pasture is lost, which was completely avoidable. Feet
have been dragged, and the government strategy that
was supposed to be the saving grace and clear up this

There are in fact 11 findings and nine recommendations
contained in the report. As I mentioned in my previous
contribution on this report, the members for Box Hill
and Ringwood tabled a minority report on this matter. It
is certainly my view that the committee functioned well
through both hearings and deliberations, so it was
incredibly disheartening and disappointing to note that
those opposite tabled a minority report on this matter
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labelling the inquiry a blatant misuse of public funds.
From submissions and witnesses it was clear that a
reduction in penalty rates is already having a significant
and detrimental impact on thousands of workers in
affected industries. This was completely disregarded by
those opposite through their minority report. Whether
they be women, young people or employees in rural
and regional parts of the state, what we know is that
these workers, many of whom are the lowest paid in
Victoria, are feeling significant cost-of-living pressures.
Through the minority report process those opposite
once again failed to acknowledge this, and that was
incredibly disheartening and disappointing.
The committee heard evidence from a range of
witnesses and learned that the gender pay gap may also
encourage workers to move into insecure work,
something that was certainly highly concerning to me
and to other committee members. These cuts will reduce
the amount of disposable income available to workers,
which is something that is of great concern. These
funds, or extra take-home pay if you like, are used for so
many different things in a person’s life, whether that be
to pay the gas bill, to make rent payments, to pay the
mortgage, to pay school fees or to pay sports fees. These
are really important funds for individuals, and what the
committee could see and what the committee learned is
that the cuts have significant impacts, particularly for
those in rural and regional Victoria. These are people
that work extremely hard to provide for their families,
that do their very best each and every week, and
unfortunately what we see as a result of these cuts is a
loss of take-home income each and every week.
It is incredibly disappointing that those opposite will
place ideology above reality, and it proves that when it
comes to our most vulnerable and our most
hardworking, those opposite are unfortunately
disinterested. If those opposite genuinely cared, they
would not have tabled a minority report on this matter.
They would have supported our recommendations; it is
as simple as that. If those opposite wanted to show
those Victorians who are working hard how much they
care, then they would not have tabled the minority
report. The Andrews Labor government will stand up
for those who need it. We will not stand for profits
over people.

Accountability and Oversight Committee:
methodologies and outcomes from Victorian
Ombudsman reports tabled in Parliament
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (10:14) — I am pleased to
rise today to speak on the seventh report of the
Accountability and Oversight Committee, entitled
Inquiry into Methodologies and Outcomes from
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Victorian Ombudsman Reports Tabled in the
Parliament, which I was privileged to table in this place
earlier this morning. The report arises from a
self-referenced inquiry of the Accountability and
Oversight Committee. The terms of reference can be
found at paragraph 1.4 on page 2 of the report. The
committee gathered evidence by submissions and also
held a public hearing with the Victorian Ombudsman in
June this year.
To date the current Ombudsman has undertaken
30 investigations and own-motion inquiries resulting in
reports tabled in the Parliament, with over
125 recommendations made. Areas investigated by the
Ombudsman range from care of patients in mental
health facilities through to the transparency of local
government decision-making. As a result of those
investigations and inquiries, in relation to the
government’s perspective — the response from the
government departments and agencies to the
Ombudsman’s recommendations — a total of 50 per
cent of recommendations made by the Ombudsman
have been implemented, 38 per cent are in progress and
12 per cent have been accepted, have been partially
accepted, are in progress, had no response required or
have not been accepted. That was of particular interest
to the committee in relation to what the government
departments and agencies do in relation to the
recommendations from the Ombudsman.
Pages ii, iii and iv of the report outline in detail the
committee’s functions, and the report itself comprises
four chapters. Chapter 1 is an introduction, chapter 2
looks at Victorian Ombudsman own-motion inquiries
and investigations, chapter 3 looks at how the Victorian
Ombudsman identifies systemic issues and determines
what is in the public interest, and chapter 4 looks at the
implementation of Victorian Ombudsman
recommendations.
The committee itself has made three recommendations
in this report, and they can be found on page xi of the
report. I want to go into detail on those for the sake of
the house. The recommendations of the committee are:
Recommendation 1: that the Victorian Ombudsman continue
to report biennially to the Victorian Parliament on progress by
agencies in implementing the Ombudsman’s
recommendations.
Recommendation 2: that the Ombudsman Act 1973 be
amended to require that Victorian government departments,
agencies and local councils subject to recommendations by
the Victorian Ombudsman, submit to the Ombudsman, an
indicative time line by which recommendations are expected
to be implemented:
in the short term (up to 12 months);
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in the medium term (1 to 3 years); or
in the long term (over 3 years).
Recommendation 3: that the Victorian government amend the
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 to provide a function to
enable the Accountability and Oversight Committee to hold
hearings into the status of implementation of Ombudsman
recommendations by government agencies and local councils.

Just to touch on those, in relation to the first one, the
Ombudsman currently reports back to the Parliament,
as I said, on a biennial basis, and we want that to
continue so that there is a feedback mechanism to this
house and the Parliament in relation to the
recommendations that the Ombudsman has made and
what has happened to those. The second
recommendation puts a bit more detail in relation to the
work being done by departments so that there is an
expectation by both the Ombudsman and the
Parliament, and indeed the broader community, in
relation to the time lines involved for the responses in
relation to those recommendations that are going to be
implemented, and there are three time lines —
short-term, medium-term and long-term. This is rather
than, as we have all read many times in many reports
from various offices of the government, something
being described as ‘in progress’, with the timing on that
being somewhat unclear on many occasions.
Just in conclusion, as the chair of the committee I want
to thank, firstly, my fellow committee members for
their contributions, and secondly, the staff who worked
hard for the committee over the term of the Parliament,
but particularly in relation to the preparation of this
report, which will be the last report of this committee in
this Parliament. I trust that the report is of interest to
members and indeed of interest to members of the
broader community. I commend the report to members.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2016–17
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (10:19) — I am
delighted to make a contribution today on the report on
the 2016–17 financial and performance outcomes. This
report was tabled in May of this year and was the result
of work that the committee conducted earlier this year
with a series of hearings that looked into and analysed
the level of government expenditure across the 2016–
17 financial year. There was a series of hearings with
departmental secretaries and senior officials to go
through some of that expenditure.
I draw the attention of the house to pages 90 and 91,
where the report talks about direct asset investment by
department. If you look at figure 6.2, there is
$1.4 billion for the Department of Health and Human
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Services, which is an increase of $368 million on the
previous year. Some of that of course comes to the
health portfolio. I acknowledge the great work of the
Minister for Health in terms of the major investments in
our hospitals and ending the war on paramedics, and
you can see that with better response times. I think
when you see that level of direct investment you see
those sorts of benefits.
It is worth noting, though, that within the Department of
Health and Human Services is the director of housing,
and a significant proportion of funds within that increase
relates to the work of public housing renewal. I want to
state emphatically and unequivocally my great respect
for and appreciation of the work of the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing. The minister has
assiduously gone about his task of working to provide
better quality public housing for public housing tenants
in our community, and he has worked tirelessly over the
course of this term to look at increasing both the quality
and the quantity of public housing.
A case in point here is that in 2016–17 there will be
$48.7 million spent on the Rapid Housing Assistance
statewide project, and this is to try to tackle
homelessness, which we would all be keenly aware of,
and specifically to procure 184 dwellings for those
people who are experiencing homelessness. I have been
very pleased and proud to have worked with the
minister over the course of this term to provide a bit of
support to try to find ways in which we can rebuild
these public housing estates. Broadacre public housing
estates just do not work. You concentrate disadvantage,
and you put people, 95 per cent of whose principal form
of income is a government transfer payment, in an
isolated community, you throw away the key and you
say, ‘You’re left to your own devices’. It leads to poor
social outcomes. Ghettos do not work. That is why we
are making these sorts of investments to provide better
quality and decent housing for public housing tenants.
But it is interesting to note that we have been
consistently opposed over the course of this term. We
have been opposed by the Liberal Party, who do not
want to have public housing in areas like Brighton or
Hawthorn. We are opposed by the Greens political
party. This matter has been the subject of rescission
motions in the other place. Deputy Speaker, you have
heard me speak many times about my having to sit here
and listen to the vacuous contributions from the member
for Prahran. This bloke has got a very significant public
housing estate in his community, but what did he do
yesterday? He came into this place and asked a
constituency question about pigeon dung and rogue
pigeons in the Prahran public housing estate. Sorry, I
would have thought that most public housing tenants in
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his community would be more concerned about having
a job, more concerned about having appropriate
accommodation and more concerned about making sure
they have got a decent place to live rather than worrying
about feral pigeons. It is just laughable. The member for
Prahran will not put up any serious proposition on how
we can improve their lives. Instead at every step of the
way the Greens will line up with the Liberal Party to
condemn public housing tenants to live in poverty and
misery. That is where they want them to stay for the
term of their natural lives, and it is just appalling.
I have spent four years in this place trying to turn this
around with the help of the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, and we are getting there. It is
taking time. It is taking longer than I had hoped or
wished for, but we are turning it around. Public housing
tenants deserve decency. They do not deserve the
sellouts from the Greens political party, aided and
abetted by the Liberal Party, who will not have public
housing tenants live in their electorates.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: sustainability and
operational challenges of Victoria’s rural and
regional councils
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (10:24) — It is a pleasure to rise
and speak today on the report tabled by the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee Inquiry into the Sustainability
and Operational Challenges of Victoria’s Rural and
Regional Councils. I particularly wanted to reference
page 83 of that report, which gives some examples of
state government cost shifting to local governments
around rural and regional Victoria. Also of course we
know it is an issue with the federal government as well.
The report specifically talks about health services as
being one of the areas that local governments often find
they are required to pick up when state or federal
governments have not funded them.
I particularly want to point to one example in my own
electorate, a service which has been picked up by
Benalla council, and that is the funding of our outreach
worker. We have a wonderful person, Ivan Lister, who
has been mentioned a number of times in this house
both by me and my predecessor, Dr Bill Sykes, as being
someone who has done some of the most powerful
work you could possibly imagine across my area. Ivan
in one form or another has been working as a rural
outreach worker for 15 years, but every couple of years
we face this inevitable battle of trying to find him
funding. The state was funding him, but that was
dropped. He then had some funding from the primary
care partnership, but that was dropped. Now Benalla
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Rural City Council is funding him two days a week, but
the reality is that Ivan works seven days a week.
If I go along to the cattle sales at Euroa, Ivan is there.
When I go to the football on the weekend, Ivan is there.
I run into him everywhere around the community, and
he works in a very quiet but powerful way. He goes
directly out to people on farms and helps them deal
with the repercussions of floods, of droughts, of
marriage breakdowns, of fires and of depression, and he
connects them into services. It is the most powerful
model that I have seen, because country communities
fundamentally reject somebody who they do not feel
understands their challenges, and Ivan is at heart a
farmer. He is someone who grew up in rural
communities and has lived there his whole life, and
people really respond to that.
I have written to the Minister for Mental Health seeking
funding for Ivan in an ongoing capacity, because we do
need to pay him for the work that he is doing. I have
letters of support from the primary care partnership,
from Benalla Health and from Benalla council. The
whole community wants to see Ivan’s role properly
funded. I plead with the Minister for Mental Health, at a
time when seasonal conditions across my area are
becoming really, really tough, to find just a little bit of
funding to ensure that Ivan’s role continues and
continues as a permanent role. I just cannot emphasise
how important I believe the work is that he does.
A couple of years ago a friend of mine who is a
filmmaker got in touch with me. She was looking at
doing a documentary around men’s mental health and
wanted to make sure that she profiled someone in a
rural setting. I put her in touch with Ivan, and they now
have a wonderful friendship. Ivan is now one of five
men who has featured in the new documentary that
Genevieve Bailey has done which premiered in the last
week or two at the Melbourne International Film
Festival. He told his stories of the people he works
with. I went to the premiere of that a couple of weeks
ago. Ivan was there, and at the end there was a panel
discussion, and the audience were asking, ‘Ivan, who
funds you? How are you funded?’. There was disbelief
that someone that does this work is not deemed worthy
of ongoing and permanent funding and that he has to
continually scrape to find dollars to be able to do what
he does.
There is no doubt in my mind that the work that Ivan
does has saved many, many lives over the course of the
millennium drought and in the years since, and it is
heartbreaking when he comes to me and says, ‘I knew
that person was having difficulties, but I just couldn’t
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get there’. That has happened in recent days, so I would
urge the government to find funding for Ivan.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:29) — I refer
to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
inquiry into the budget estimates and particularly to the
contribution by the Minister for Industry and
Employment, who referred to how working in
collaboration presents an opportunity to drive strategic
results. I want to continue my contribution on how we
can best achieve such strategic results, not just with the
Victorian government but also in collaboration with the
Australian government.
Given the upheaval in Canberra, I am seeking answers
from the new Minister for Home Affairs and the federal
Treasurer, Scott Morrison, to determine what
investments the Australian government has made and
what it will continue to contribute to communities to
combat crime, racism and the threat of terrorism. How
much of the unspent $1.324 billion from the automotive
transformation scheme will the Australian government
reinvest in Melbourne’s north in collaboration with the
Victorian government and the private sector as a
catalyst for jobs and growth? This is vital because the
Australian government’s investment in a jobs fair only
delivered ex-auto workers a handful of full-time jobs in
the area where they were needed most.
This result stands in stark contrast to the commitment
of the Andrews Labor government over a whole range
of different strategies. I want to acknowledge the
ministers who have been involved in that, including the
former minister, the member for Williamstown, who is
in the chamber today as well. I also delivered the
strategy Creating Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope to
actually look at how we can have redevelopment zones
in these areas that are the so-called postcodes of
disadvantage. The strategy is not just to be hard on
crime — yes, look at personal responsibility for
crimes — but also to be smart on crime and how to
address the well-established causes, including poverty,
unemployment and disconnection. That is a critical
proposition. If the Australian government wants to be
involved in this issue, they actually have to be a partner,
not a bystander.
I am also seeking a new deal on infrastructure, because
the one item that we got out of the commonwealth
government was $29 million to build a hardened
detention centre for convicted paedophiles, drug
traffickers and members of outlaw bikie gangs. And
where was this? This was in the Broadmeadows army
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camp facility. The connection here is that of course this
has a major historic significance. This is where the
diggers, the Light Horsemen and the Victoria Cross
winners were trained and dispatched to fight
nation-defining battles at Gallipoli and on the Western
Front. Then with the ebb and flow of history, in the
post-industrial settlement, it became a migrant hostel,
where communities from around the world first called
Australia home.
I have the highest Muslim population in Victoria in my
electorate, and we need to actually build a bridge to
make sure that people feel part of the community. I
think there would be a much better opportunity here. If
we are looking at what is going to happen with new
SAS facilities, this is a strategic location and this could
be an important place to look at doing that or also, to
put it in a historic context, to look at what we are doing
for ex-service men or women who are suffering from
post-traumatic stress. That said, we also need this area
for more productive use of new industries and new
jobs. It is all about how we connect people up and how
we actually address what is going on in communities.
I really want the federal Treasurer and the new Minister
for Home Affairs to detail how much of the
commitment the Australian government has made to
actually invest in communities has been delivered. And
have they done it where it is needed most, in these
particular postcodes? What we have seen is that
coalition governments have relegated Melbourne’s
north to the status of managed decline. Such a phase
proved disastrous in England’s north under the
Thatcher government. I do not want to see the same
thing repeated here, so it is time for them to actually
show where the money has been invested. The
importance is probably best summed up by the former
head of ASIO, David Irvine, who said:
… the tiny number of violent extremists does not represent
the Islamic communities of Australia … it is grossly unfair to
blame Muslims, who see themselves as a committed
component of Australia’s multicultural society …

And he added:
Our fight is with terrorism, not with Islam or with our Muslim
community … the strongest defence against violent extremism
lies within the Australian Muslim community itself.

That is his quote. Victoria Police echo that, and we
know how important these propositions are. We know
that one of the best anti-radicalisation strategies is a job
to help connect the disconnected, and one of the most
effective national security responses is community
engagement. So this is my call to the Australian
government. This is what needs to be done. We cannot
just be bystanders. We need to be participants.
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Electoral Matters Committee: civics and
electoral participation in Victorian state
parliamentary elections
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (10:34) — I wish to make a
few comments on the inquiry into civics and electoral
participation in Victorian state parliamentary elections,
which was the subject of a report by the Electoral
Matters Committee. This report actually received some
publicity in the Herald Sun recently in an article where
the chair of the committee, the member for Brighton,
and I were mentioned, saying that because we are
retiring members we should not have been working on
this committee or undertaking a study tour to Canada. I
think it is the way of politics. The journalist was having
a go at two retiring members for actually being involved
in committee work and doing the hard work. In fact we
paid our own way for the study tour. Perversely if we
had sat at home and done nothing and had not been
involved in committee work right to the very end, there
probably would have been an article about how lazy we
are, so that is just politics for you. I was amused that the
journalist also said, ‘What would an old person, a
62-year-old member of Parliament like Martin Dixon,
know about young people and education?’. He
obviously had not looked at my CV. I have been a
teacher for years, a principal for years, a shadow
Minister for Education and a Minister for Education, but
why let the facts get in the way of a good story?
Back to the report here, and this is the last report brought
out by the Electoral Matters Committee, ably led by the
member for Brighton, along with help from Mark
Roberts and the team and my colleagues from both
sides. We worked extremely hard; in fact we still have
not finished our work. We have got another meeting to
go before the Parliament closes next month, and this
was a very, very important report that we made.
There are a couple of recommendations that I wish to
bring to the house’s attention. Recommendation 2:
The committee recommends the Victorian Electoral
Commission learn more about CIVIX’s parallel election
program Student Vote, with a view to integrating, over time,
the practice and principles of a parallel election into Passport
to Democracy.

What we saw in Canada is an incredible program called
Student Vote. What happens there is that up to a third
of students, young people in Canada, actually take part
in the Canadian national elections. The way that is
facilitated is through this not-for-profit organisation
called CIVIX, which gives schools and all the
provinces information, study notes, programs and
professional development so that young people actually
follow the issues that are currently being debated in the
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federal election, for example, in Canada. So they study
the issues, they debate the issues and it is even to the
extent that it is very, very unusual for the candidates in
a local election running in the electorate where a school
might be placed to actually not go to the school and be
involved in a forum. Woe betide the candidate who
does not come along to it, because it is so popular.
So a third of students who are young people vote in that
election. Obviously because they are under 18 their
vote does not count, but it is a secret ballot. It is run in
various forms according to the school and according to
the province that the school is in, and then the votes are
tallied up after the polls close. It is often very, very
interesting to see the correlation between the votes of
the young people who are under 18 and what their older
brothers and sisters and parents actually voted for.
There is a great deal of interest there among young
people in elections and the election process, so if they
are not voting on something that is meaningless or
made up by somebody, it is actually on issues that are
currently running in that federal election and which are
concerning their parents and their community.
One of the spin-offs, because the young people get so
engaged, has been that they go home and talk over the
kitchen table with their parents and their older siblings
about these issues, and it actually re-engages and
engages families far more in that process. This is a
tremendous program, and the opportunities, the
professional development and the materials that are
provided mean that it can be integrated into the school
program. We spoke to teachers, we went to schools, we
spoke to teacher unions — they had nothing but high
praise for this program because it can be integrated into
the school curriculum, no matter what province the
students come from and no matter what year level they
are in. All the materials are there, and it recognises the
importance of this program for young people in Canada.
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Statement of compatibility
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) 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 Sale of Land
Amendment Bill 2018 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
Statement.
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Overview
The Bill makes a number of amendments to the Sale of Land
Act 1962 (the Act), as well as amending the ANZAC Day Act
1958 (AD Act) and the Estate Agents Act 1980. Relevant to
this Statement of Compatibility, the Bill amends the Act to:
provide for restrictions on the use of sunset clauses in certain
off-the-plan contracts; prohibit the use of certain terms
contracts and rent-to-buy arrangements; regulate moneys paid
in respect of options to purchase land under land banking
schemes; and provide for related matters. The Bill amends the
AD Act to restrict the conduct of public auctions on
ANZAC Day.
Human Rights Issues
Several aspects of the Bill raise human rights issues, which I
address in this Statement as follows.
Right to property
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
The right requires that powers which authorise the deprivation
of property are conferred by legislation or common law, are
confined and structured rather than unclear, are accessible to
the public, and are formulated precisely.
Prohibition on terms contracts
Terms contracts are presently regulated by the Act. A terms
contract for the sale of land includes (broadly) a contract under
which the purchaser is obliged to make two or more payments
(other than a deposit or final payment) to the vendor after the
execution of the contract and before the purchaser is entitled to
a conveyance or transfer of the land, or under which the
purchaser is entitled to possession of the land or receipt of
rents and profits before the purchaser becomes entitled to a
conveyance or transfer of the land. The right to property may
be relevant to certain provisions of the Bill which amend the
existing regulation of terms contracts under the Act.
Clause 20 of the Bill creates new offences with respect to
terms contracts. New section 29EA prohibits a person from
knowingly selling residential land (other than residential land
that is agricultural land) under a terms contract where the sale
price of the land is less than the monetary amount to be
prescribed in the regulations. New section 29EB prohibits a
person from knowingly arranging or brokering the sale, or
knowingly inducing a person to enter the sale. The Bill
creates penalties for contravention of sections 29EA and
29EB. New section 55(2), as inserted by clause 28, provides
that these provisions do not apply to a contract entered before
the commencement of section 20 of the Sale of Land
Amendment Act 2018.
In addition, through the operation of current section 29F of
the Act, a terms contract entered into in contravention of the
Act entitles a purchaser to avoid the contract at any time
before completion of the contract, unless certain
circumstances apply.
These provisions may be relevant to property rights under
section 20 of the Charter, as they restrict a person’s capacity
to dispose of property under a terms contract in certain
circumstances. However, in my opinion, any restrictions are
in accordance with law and therefore do not limit the right.
The situations in which the disposal of property is restricted
are clearly formulated and confined to specific circumstances.
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They also serve the important purpose of protecting
consumers, where terms contracts for lower-value residential
property sales are typically brokered between financially
stressed vendors and purchasers, and where the arrangements
are typically unaffordable and can lead to significant financial
detriment.
Prohibition on rent-to-buy arrangements
The Bill amends the Act to prohibit certain types of
rent-to-buy arrangements and to make related amendments
regarding rent-to-buy arrangements. A rent-to-buy
arrangement is defined as an arrangement that involves a
person entering into one or more contracts that provide for a
right of, or obligation on, that person to purchase residential
land and payment of rent or any other amount by that person
in respect of a period of occupation of the residential land for
more than 6 months before the right to purchase that land may
be exercised or the purchase of the land completed. The
amendments contained in the Bill do not apply to a
rent-to-buy arrangement that involves a contract entered into
by the Director of Housing, a registered housing association
(as defined), a prescribed person or class of persons, or a
rent-to-buy arrangement that complies with certain prescribed
requirements.
Clause 22 of the Bill creates new sections 29WC and 29WD.
New section 29WC prohibits a person from knowingly
selling residential land under a rent-to-buy arrangement. New
section 29WD prohibits a person from knowingly arranging
or brokering the sale, or knowingly inducing a person to enter
the sale. The Bill creates penalties for contravention of
sections 29WC and 29WD.
In addition, new section 29WF provides that a purchaser of
residential land under a rent-to-buy arrangement may avoid
any contract that is part of the rent-to-buy arrangement by
giving written notice to the vendor, at any time before
completion of the contract. If a rent-to-buy arrangement
involves two or more contracts and a purchaser avoids a
contract that is part of the arrangement, all of the contracts
that are part of the arrangement are void.
These provisions may be relevant to property rights under
section 20 of the Charter, as they prevent a person from
disposing of property under a rent-to-buy arrangement. In my
opinion, the provisions do not limit the right. The situations in
which the disposal of property is restricted are clearly
formulated and confined to specific circumstances. New
section 56(2) provides that these provisions do not apply to
arrangements entered before the commencement of section 22
of the Sale of Land Amendment Act 2018. Further, the
provisions serve the important purpose of protecting
consumers. Rent-to-buy arrangements are typically brokered
between vulnerable parties, and purchasers under these
contracts are often unable to afford the high ongoing rental
and options payments, with the result that they are forced to
move out of the property or are evicted, and forfeit their
payments towards the property.
New section 29WG provides that a purchaser who avoids any
contract can recover any money paid under that arrangement
(other than a sum which represents fair market rent for any
period for which the purchaser occupied the land). This is
relevant to the right to property, as it can require property
(money paid to the vendor) to be forfeited in certain
circumstances. However, I do not consider that these
amendments limit the right to property. The situations in
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which money paid is to be returned to the purchaser are
clearly formulated and confined to specific circumstances. As
noted, new section 56(2) provides that these provisions do not
apply to an arrangement entered before the commencement of
section 22 of the Sale of Land Amendment Act 2018.
Terms contract — removal of restriction on avoidance of
contract
Section 29F(1) currently provides that where a terms contract
is entered into in contravention of the Act, the purchaser may
avoid the contract at any time before completion of the
contract. Section 29F(2) currently restricts this termination
right by providing that the contract cannot be avoided if a
court is satisfied that certain conditions are established.
Clause 21 creates new section 29F(2A) which limits the
application of the restriction on termination in section 29F(2),
so that section 29F(2) does not restrict a purchaser from
avoiding a terms contract, where the contract was for the sale
of residential land (other than residential land that is
agricultural land) under the prescribed threshold.
This may be relevant to property rights under section 20 of
the Charter, as it restricts a person’s capacity to dispose of
property under a terms contract, as a purchaser is able to
avoid the contract in certain circumstances, without
exception. However, in my opinion, the amendments do not
limit the right. The situations in which the disposal of
property is restricted are clearly formulated and confined to
specific circumstances. The purpose of the provision is to
prevent a person from circumventing the proposed
prohibition on entering a terms contract for the sale of
residential land (other than agricultural land) under the
prescribed amount, which serve the important purpose of
protecting consumers. New section 55(2) provides that new
section 29F(2A) will not apply to a contract entered into
before the commencement of section 21 of the Sale of Land
Amendment Act 2018.
Applications to terminate terms contracts and rent-to-buy
arrangements
Clause 28 also inserts new sections 55(3) and 56(3) into the
Act, which allow a purchaser under a residential terms
contract or a rent-to-buy arrangement entered before the
commencement of sections 20 and 22 of the Sale of Land
Amendment Act 2018 (and which would have been a contract
to which section 29EA to section 29EC apply, or an
arrangement to which Division 5 of Part 1 applies) to apply to
a court or to VCAT to terminate the terms contract or a
contract under the rent-to-buy arrangement. New
sections 55(4) and 56(4) empower the court or VCAT to
terminate such a contract.
These amendments may be relevant to property rights under
section 20 of the Charter, as they restrict a person’s capacity
to dispose of property under a terms contract and rent-to-buy
arrangement, as a purchaser is able to terminate the contract
or arrangement in certain circumstances. In my opinion,
these amendments do not limit the right. The situations in
which the disposal of property is restricted are clearly
formulated and confined to specific circumstances. The court
or VCAT’s power to terminate the contract is clearly
circumscribed by new sections 55(5) and 56(5) as the order
cannot be made unless, at the time the contract was entered
into, there was a reasonable prospect that the purchaser
would not be able to make or continue to make payments
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required or obtain, on reasonable terms, the finance needed
to complete the contract, or the purchaser no longer occupies
the land purchased under the contract because they could not
afford payments required, and it is just and equitable for the
contract to be terminated. It is appropriate to allow for the
termination of the contract where payments cannot be made
and where it is just and equitable for the contract to be
terminated, having regard to the fact that rent-to-buy
arrangements, and residential terms contracts can carry
significant risks, particularly for purchasers.
New sections 55(7) and 56(7) also empower the court or
VCAT, in an application for termination of a contract under
new sections 55 or 56, to make an order providing that the
purchaser is relieved of any liability under the contract
(including for breach of any condition or contractual term)
and that the vendor must repay to the purchaser all or any
specified payments made by the purchaser under the contract,
except for a sum that represents fair market rent for any
period which the purchaser was in actual possession of the
land (in the case of residential terms contracts and rent-to-buy
arrangements) or entitled to the receipts of rents and profits of
the land (in the case of rent-to-buy arrangements).
New sections 55(7) and 56(7) may be relevant to property
rights under section 20 of the Charter, as they can require
property (money paid to the vendor) to be forfeited in certain
circumstances. However, I do not consider that these
amendments limit the right to property.
The situations in which money paid is to be returned to the
purchaser are clearly formulated and confined to specific
circumstances. The court or VCAT’s power to make the
orders is clearly circumscribed by the threshold requirements
imposed by new sections 55(8) and 56(8). These sections
provide that the order cannot be made if it would result in
undue financial hardship for the vendor or it would otherwise
not be just and equitable taking into account all the
circumstances and the nature and extent of any other person’s
interest in the land.
Options to purchase under land banking schemes
The Bill inserts new sections 29WH and 29WI into the Act,
which regulate the circumstances in which a vendor may sell
an option to purchase land under certain land banking
schemes (as defined). These sections may be relevant to the
right to property as discussed below.
New section 29WH(1) provides that a vendor must not sell to
a purchaser an option to purchase land under a land banking
scheme except as provided for in section 29WH.
New section 29WH(3) requires that any money paid by the
purchaser for the option must be held on trust by the vendor’s
lawyer, conveyancer, or licensed estate agent, until a plan of
subdivision is registered in respect of the land or lot or the
expiry date for the exercise of the option (whichever occurs
earlier). Section 29WH(4) requires an agreement for an
option to purchase land under a land banking scheme to
provide for the money paid for the option to be held on trust
in accordance with section 29WH(3). New section 29WH(5)
provides that the purchaser may rescind an agreement if the
requirements of section 29WH(3) and (4) are not satisfied.
Relevantly, new section 29WI creates an offence and
penalties, for a vendor who fails to comply with the
section 29WH(3) obligation relating to money paid by a
purchaser for an option under an agreement.
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The treatment of money under new sections 29WH and 29WI
may be relevant to the right to property, as the requirement
that the money must be held in trust restricts the use of
property (the money). However, I do not consider that these
amendments limit the right to property. The situations in
which moneys are to be paid and held on trust are clearly
formulated and confined to specific circumstances. In
addition, options to purchase agreements can carry significant
financial risks for purchasers, and it is appropriate that money
paid under the agreement be held on trust until a plan of
subdivision is registered or the date by which the option must
be exercised has expired.
New section 29WH(7) provides that, despite anything to the
contrary in the agreement in respect of the option to purchase,
the agreement will automatically expire if the event triggering
the purchaser’s right to exercise the option does not occur
within 5 years of the entering into of the agreement. Further,
as noted, new section 29WH(5) provides that the purchaser
may rescind an agreement if the requirements of
section 29WH(3) or 29WH(4) are not satisfied. This may be
relevant to the right to property, as it restricts a vendor’s
ability to dispose of their property in certain circumstances.
However, I do not consider that these amendments limit the
right to property. The situations in which the automatic
expiration occurs or rescission is permitted are clearly
formulated and confined to specific circumstances. Further,
limiting the duration of an option agreement is intended to
provide greater clarity over the risk profile of the investment
for both parties to the agreement, which is appropriate.
New section 29WH(8) provides that the purchaser is entitled
to the immediate return of moneys paid under the agreement
between the vendor and purchaser on the occurrence of
specified events, these being that the purchaser has rescinded
the agreement under section 29WH(5) or otherwise, or the
agreement for the option has expired under section 29WH(7)
or otherwise, or the event triggering the purchaser’s right to
exercise the option does not otherwise occur. This may be
relevant to the right to property, as it can require property
(money paid by the purchaser to be held on trust by the
vendor’s lawyer or agent) to be returned to the purchaser.
However, in my opinion, these amendments do not limit the
right to property. The situations in which money paid is to be
returned to the purchaser are clearly formulated and confined
to specific circumstances. In addition, the provisions serve an
important purpose of protecting investors with respect to
certain land banking schemes, which are forms of speculative
real estate investment that carry risks for investors. The
provisions seek to ensure that property developers in certain
types of schemes bear the financial risk of their land banking
schemes, and that investors’ money is returned if the scheme
does not proceed. The provision also provides increased
protection for purchasers by preventing their money from
being tied-up for lengthy periods of time.
Sunset clauses
New sections 10A–10D of the Act, regulate the manner in
which a residential off-the-plan contract can be rescinded by a
vendor under a sunset clause. It is noted that most vendors
affected by the amendments are likely to be corporations and
therefore do not enjoy human rights, as the Charter only
protects individuals. A sunset clause is defined as a provision
of a residential off-the-plan contract that provides for the
contract to be rescinded if the relevant plan of subdivision has
not been registered by the specified sunset date or if an
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occupancy permit under the Building Act 1993 has not been
issued by the sunset date.
New section 10A makes the rescission of a contract under a
sunset clause (that purports to automatically rescind the
contract on the part of the vendor) subject to Division 1 of
Part 1 of the Act, which includes new sections 10A to 10D.
New section 10B provides that a vendor must not rescind a
residential off-the-plan contract under a sunset clause unless
the vendor gives written notice to each purchaser (containing
information prescribed by the section) and each purchaser
consents in writing to the rescission. Alternatively,
section 10D provides that a vendor may apply to the Supreme
Court for an order permitting the rescission pursuant to the
sunset clause. New section 10C provides that a provision of a
residential off-the-plan contract has no effect to the extent that
it is inconsistent with sections 10A and 10B. New section 10E
provides that a sunset clause in a residential off-the-plan
contract must include a statement specifying (in summary)
that the vendor is required to give notice of a proposed
rescission of the residential off the plan contract, the
purchaser has the right (but is not obliged) to give written
consent to the proposed rescission of the contract the vendor
has the right to apply to the Supreme Court for an order
permitting rescission by the vendor. Penalties are created for
contravention of section 10E.
New section 54(1) and clause 2 provide that new
sections 10A–10C are taken to come into operation on
23 August 2018 and will have retrospective effect, applying
to residential off-the-plan contracts entered into, and in force
immediately before, the commencement of section 12(1).
This intends to prevent an attempted rescission of an existing
contract under a sunset clause before the commencement of
the amendments without the consent of the purchaser.
However, new section 54(2) provides that the amendments in
sections 10A–10C as made by section 12(1) of the Sale of
Land Amendment Act 2018 will not apply to any proceeding
concerning the effect or operation of a sunset clause in a
residential off-the-plan contract commenced before the
commencement of section 12(1). New section 10E will not
operate retrospectively. New section 54(3) and clause 2
provide that new section 10D will commence on the day after
the Bill receives Royal Assent and will have retrospective
effect, applying to residential off-the-plan contracts entered
into, and in force immediately before, the commencement of
section 12(2) and (3).
These amendments may restrict a vendor’s right to property
and ability to deal with their property, by restricting the
vendor’s ability to rescind an off-the-plan sale of land under a
sunset clause. However, in my view the right is not limited as
the situations in which the ability to deal with property is
limited are clearly formulated and confined to specific
circumstances. The requirements to be included in the
vendor’s written notice under new section 10B, and the
requirement that purchaser’s consent be written, are clearly
set out in the provisions. The requirements to be included in a
sunset clause under new section 10E are clearly set out in that
section. The power of the Supreme Court to permit rescission
is clearly set out in new section 10D, and new section 10D
clearly sets out the test to be applied by the Court and the
factors the Court must consider in making its order.
The provisions seek to regulate and prevent the misuse of
sunset clauses, in response to evidence that suggests that
some developers are delaying progress of their developments
and rescinding off-the-plan contracts under such clauses, in
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order to capitalise on increased property values since the
contracts were signed, to the detriment of purchasers under
those contracts. These issues were identified in the course of a
public review of the operation of the Act undertaken between
2016 and 2017, and the amendments are based on a similar
New South Wales legislative reform contained in
section 66ZL of the Conveyancing Act 1919 (NSW).
Freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the Charter provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression which includes the
freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of
all kinds. This is qualified by section 15(3) of the Charter,
which provides that special duties and responsibilities are
attached to the right of freedom of expression and that the
right may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary to respect the rights and reputation of other
persons, or for the protection of national security, public
order, public health or public morality.
Advertising sales under terms contracts and rent-to-buy
arrangements
New section 29EC (as created by clause 20 of the Bill)
prohibits a person from knowingly advertising the sale of
residential land (other than agricultural land) under a terms
contract where the sale price is less than the prescribed
monetary amount. The Bill creates penalties for contravention
of section 29EC.
Clause 22 inserts new section 29WE into the Act, which
prohibits a person from knowingly advertising the sale of a
residential land under a rent-to-buy arrangement. The Bill
creates penalties for contravention of section 29WE.
These provisions do not apply retrospectively. The
prohibitions relate to advertising the sale of land under
contracts and arrangements that are unlawful. In my view, the
right in section 15(2) of the Charter either does not extend to
protecting expression that is unlawful or promotes
unlawfulness, or if it does, is qualified by section 15(3) of the
Charter. To the extent that these prohibitions may be relevant
to the right to freedom of expression, in my view the
provisions do not limit the right. The provisions aim to protect
consumers with respect to terms contracts for low-value
residential property and rent-to-buy arrangements which can
carry significant risks of financial detriment, and where
entering such contracts is unlawful, and can be characterised
as reasonably necessary to protect the rights of other persons.
Further, the prohibition is not a general restriction on
advertising and is restricted to advertising of sales that are
prohibited by the Act. As such, the provision is limited to the
extent necessary to achieve the objectives of the Bill, and
functions to achieve the important purpose of protecting
consumers with respect to terms contracts and rent-to-buy
arrangements.
AD Act amendments
The AD Act prohibits certain activities on ANZAC Day,
including certain sporting and entertainment activities,
without a permit from the Minister.
Clause 29 of the Bill inserts new section 5AB into the AD
Act to provide that, despite anything in any other Act or a
statutory rule, a person must not conduct a public auction of
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land or a business before 1pm on ANZAC Day. The Bill
creates penalties for contravention of new section 5AB.
Unlike the approach taken in sections 5 and 5A of the AD
Act, it is not possible for a person to apply to the Minister for
an exemption from the prohibition on conducting a public
auction before 1pm on ANZAC Day.
The right to freedom of expression may be relevant to
clause 29 as it prohibits the holding of public auctions.
However, in my view, the right is not limited, as it falls within
the exceptions to the right in section 15(3) of the Charter. The
provision is consistent with community values that certain
activities such as sporting events and public auctions should
be restricted on ANZAC day, and the restriction is therefore
reasonably necessary for the protection of public morality. In
any event, I consider that the limitation is reasonable and
justified. The restriction only applies for the specified time on
the prescribed day, concluding at 1pm. I therefore consider
that any interference with the right is limited, and that a
reasonable time is afforded for the holding of public auctions
on ANZAC Day following 1pm.
This provision may also be relevant to property rights under
section 20 of the Charter, as it restricts a person’s capacity to
dispose of property during the regulated period. However, in
my opinion, the provision does not limit the right. The
situations in which the disposal of property is limited are
clearly formulated and confined to specific circumstances,
and the provision only operates for the specified time on the
prescribed day, concluding at 1pm.
Fair hearing
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.
As noted above, clause 21 creates new section 29F(2A),
which removes the restriction on a purchaser’s ability to avoid
a terms contract entered into in contravention of the Act in
relation to certain residential land, where a court is satisfied
that certain conditions are established.
While the removal of the power of the court to consider and
allow such a contract to be entered into may appear to engage
the fair hearing right, in my view it does not do so. Both
parties retain the right to have any relevant proceedings
determined by a court. The provision merely alters the
substantive law to be applied.
Hon. Marlene Kairouz, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming & Liquor Regulation
Minister for Local Government

Second reading
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (10:40) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
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The Sale of Land Act 1962 (“the Act”) was originally enacted
in 1962, with the purpose of protecting purchasers under
terms contracts and contracts for the sale of land off-the-plan.
Subsequently, the Act was amended to protect the interests of
property purchasers more generally, and it now regulates the
treatment of deposit moneys, provides for mandatory
pre-contractual vendor disclosure and regulates public
auctions, among other things. It is recognised as a critical
piece of consumer protection legislation underpinning
Victorian property law.
During 2016 and 2017, the Act’s operation was examined as
part of the Andrews Labor Government’s broader Consumer
Property Law Review (“the review”).
The bill I am introducing today continues to support the Act’s
role in providing critical consumer protection by introducing
a number of key reforms to address substantive consumer
detriment in the Victorian property market identified during
the course of the review, and to address other issues attracting
community concern.
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which they expected to be paying off a mortgage on their
own home.
Members will appreciate the disappointment and distress
experienced by purchasers to whom this occurs, and their loss
of confidence in the integrity of the off-the-plan industry,
where it seems that vendors have not used best endeavours to
complete the project.
While it is possibly open to purchasers in this scenario to seek
a court order for specific performance of the contract by the
vendor, the Andrews Labor Government recognises that
taking action in the courts to assert their contractual rights is
beyond the means or risk appetite of most purchasers.
Therefore, in order to address the misuse of sunset clauses by
vendors, the bill provides that a vendor may not rescind a
residential off-the-plan contract pursuant to a sunset clause
without the agreement of the purchasers, or alternatively the
express permission of the Supreme Court.

One of the most significant reforms to be introduced by the
bill relates to the use of ‘sunset clauses’ to rescind residential
off-the-plan contracts.

The term ‘sunset clause’ is defined in the bill to mean a clause
that enables rescission of an off-the-plan contract if either the
relevant plan of subdivision is not registered by a specific
date, or an occupancy permit has not been issued in respect of
the lot by a specific date.

Under the Act, a purchaser under an off-the-plan contract has
the statutory right to rescind the contract if the plan of
subdivision relevant to the lot they have bought is not
registered within 18 months of the contract being entered, or
another period specified in the contract.

The Supreme Court may make an order allowing the
rescission of the off-the-plan contract if it is just and equitable
in all the circumstances.

This statutory right to end an off-the-plan contract if it is not
completed within a certain time reflects the conditional nature
of off-the-plan projects, which involve some risk to a
purchaser that the project will not be completed or that
completion will be delayed.
The Act does not expressly give vendors (including
developers) a similar right to end off-the-plan contracts of
sale in this event. However, it does not preclude contracts
from including such a right, and it is very common for
off-the-plan contracts to include a clause enabling the vendor
to end the contract if the plan of subdivision has not been
registered by a specified date.
Contractual clauses of this type are known as ‘sunset clauses’.
The Government has become aware of a number of instances
in which developers have used (or propose to use) sunset
clauses to rescind residential off-the-plan contracts,
apparently with the intention of re-selling the relevant lots at a
higher price, and in circumstances where it is alleged that
completion of the project was deliberately delayed.

In making such an order, the Supreme Court is required to
have regard to factors including whether the vendor has acted
unreasonably or in bad faith, the reason for the delay in
registering the relevant plan of subdivision or the issuing of
an occupancy certificate, and whether the relevant lot has
increased in value.
Vendors will be responsible for their own costs in making
such an application to the Court, and will also be responsible
for a purchaser’s costs, unless the purchaser has acted
unreasonably in withholding consent.
The bill also addresses predatory conduct in the alternative
housing finance sector that has led to vulnerable consumers
entering into unaffordable and high-risk ‘terms contracts’ or
rent-to-buy arrangements for the purchase of residential
property.
The bill amends the Act to prohibit the use of terms contracts
for residential land sales (other than sales of agricultural land)
under a monetary threshold to be prescribed in regulations
made under the Act.

Although the number of developers who may seek to take
advantage of rescission rights in this way may generally be
low, the risk of this occurring increases in a rising
property market.

Terms contracts are contracts for the sale of land where the
vendor and purchaser agree that the purchaser will pay the
purchase price of the property in instalments, prior to the
vendor completing a transfer of land in the purchaser’s
favour. The purchaser may be entitled to occupy the property
during this period.

The consequence for the purchaser in this scenario is that
despite having paid a significant deposit and having waited a
period of time for their property to be developed, upon
rescission of the contract, they are denied the benefit of any
increase in the value of the property, are repaid only their
deposit (without interest) and must then find an alternative
property to buy, which also may have significantly increased
in price over that period of time. Some purchasers in this
situation may have to continue to rent, long past the time

During the review it was suggested that market changes over
the last 50 years, in particular, the contemporary competitive
mortgage market has meant that there is less of a need to use
terms contracts as a way of purchasing a home, and that they
are now used mainly to take advantage of vulnerable people
who cannot access conventional mortgage finance to
purchase a home.
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Indeed, the review received evidence about an increasing
trend for terms contracts for lower-value residential property
sales to be brokered between financially stressed vendors and
purchasers, often in regional or outer-metropolitan areas.
Such arrangements are almost always unaffordable for the
purchaser, and are of little benefit to the vendor. It was further
noted that parties generally cannot afford to obtain
independent legal and financial advice prior to entering such
contracts, or (in the case of purchasers) use provisions
existing in the Act designed to protect their interests.
The Government acknowledges, however, that terms
contracts can be a useful and appropriate arrangement for the
sale of commercial, high-value residential and agricultural
property, where the parties are more likely to have equal
bargaining power and have involved independent financial
and legal advice. Accordingly, the amendments introduced by
the bill will not impede the continued use of this form of
contract in these circumstances.
The bill will also amend the Act to prohibit the sale of land
through rent-to-buy arrangements.
A rent-to-buy arrangement typically involves a residential
tenancy agreement, allowing a person to occupy a residential
property for a fee, and a sale option (or sale deed), which
gives that person a right or option to buy the residential
property at a specified — usually inflated — price, at a
future point.
Rent-to-buy arrangements present significant risks to
consumers. For example, if during the rental period, a person
defaults on the residential tenancy agreement (for example,
does not pay their rent for a month), the landlord can
potentially exercise their rights under the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 to terminate the lease, and as a result the
rent-to-buy arrangement. Upon termination of the lease, the
person will lose both their option to purchase and any fees
paid under the sale option.
During the review no evidence was provided of the successful
use of rent-to-buy arrangements as a means of achieving
home ownership. Rather, the review received substantial
feedback that this type of arrangement is of no discernible
benefit to consumers and causes significant financial and
personal distress.
However, the Government recognises that future models of
rent-to-buy arrangements may be legitimate, and that these
should not be prevented.
Therefore, the bill includes a number of exemptions from the
general prohibition on rent-to-buy arrangements directed at
arrangements which are likely to lead to home ownership, for
example, where one of the parties is the Director of Housing
or a registered housing association. Provision is also made for
other prescribed persons and classes of persons, and
arrangements that comply with prescribed requirements, to be
exempt from the prohibition on selling residential land under
a rent-to-buy arrangement.
The bill also closes a regulatory gap that has enabled
developers associated with unregulated and problematic land
banking schemes to spend the money they have raised selling
options to unsophisticated investors without regard to their
interests.
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‘Land banking’ is a type of speculative real estate investment
where property developers buy large blocks of undeveloped
land with a view to dividing it into smaller lots.
Before any formal subdivision or development has occurred,
small-scale domestic investors are offered the opportunity to
either buy a lot ‘off-the-plan’ or pay money to purchase an
option to buy a lot at some point in the future. The value of
the option is tied to the likelihood of the land being approved
for development by the relevant council, enabling the investor
to purchase the land at a profit.
While moneys paid by purchasers under off-the-plan
contracts are protected under the Act, purchasers of an option
to buy land are at considerable financial risk, because the land
which is the subject of the option may be unsuitable for
re-zoning or development, and moneys paid for the option are
not required to be held trust and are therefore at risk of being
dissipated.
Previous land banking schemes that have involved the sale of
options have collapsed, with investors unable to recover their
option fees. Such investors have typically been persons with
limited funds and limited investment experience.
The bill puts in place similar protections for persons who pay
money for options to purchase land in a land banking
schemes as are in place for purchasers under off-the-plan
contracts by requiring option moneys to be held on trust by a
legal practitioner, conveyancer or licensed estate agent acting
for the vendor of the option until a plan of subdivision has
been registered, or until the time by which the option must be
exercised has expired. If the option expires, moneys paid for
the option must be returned to the purchaser.
In addition, the bill provides for the expiry of options to
purchase land as part of a land banking scheme after five
years so that investors can regain access to their money
(which will have been held on trust) should the development
not have progressed within this time period.
The bill specifically exempts options sold in respect of land
banking schemes that are registered managed investment
schemes under the Corporations Act 2001, and options that
are financial products issued by the holder of an Australian
Financial Services Licence (“AFSL”), from the amendments
to be made to the Act. This recognises that registered
managed investment schemes and AFSL holders are already
subject to Commonwealth oversight.
The bill also includes amendments to address some issues
which, while infrequent, are of concern to the community
when they arise.
One such issue relates to the disclosure of certain facts
regarding a property for sale, for example, its history as the
site of a homicide, or its past use as a site on which illicit
drugs were manufactured.
The bill will amend the Act to strengthen an existing
requirement not to fraudulently conceal ‘material facts’ about
a property, with the intention of inducing another to buy that
property. Additionally, amendments will be made to enable
the Director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to publish
guidelines designed to assist vendors and estate agents to
understand what is meant by the term ‘material fact’.
Another issue of concern to the community is the holding of
public auctions on ANZAC Day.
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There are currently no restrictions on this practice, however
public auctions that are held on ANZAC Day are considered
to be disrespectful by many members of the community.
The Andrews Labor Government has listened to the concerns
raised by the community on this issue. The bill amends the
Anzac Day Act 1958 to make it an offence to conduct a public
auction of land or a business before 1pm on ANZAC Day,
consistent with the general prohibition of shop trading before
1pm on that day.
Finally, the bill makes a number of miscellaneous and
consequential amendments to the Act, and introduces some
transitional provisions relevant to other amendments made by
the bill.
In conclusion, I would like to take this opportunity to thank
the many stakeholders who contributed to the review of the
Act. The bill introduces critical reforms designed to mitigate
consumer detriment identified during the review, while not
impeding legitimate and beneficial property transactions.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 5 September.

SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO
PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT
RATIOS) AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) 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 Safe
Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Amendment Bill 2018 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The purpose of the Bill is to amend the Safe Patient Care
(Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Act 2015
(the Act) to introduce new and modify existing nurse to
patient ratios and midwife to patient ratios with which the
operators of certain publicly funded health facilities must
comply. The Bill also repeals a number of sections in the Act
that allow for variations from ratios and changes the
categorisation of certain hospitals under the Act.
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Human rights issues
Human rights promoted by the Bill
The Bill promotes the following human rights protected by
the Charter:
the right to life (section 9 of the Charter);
the right to protection of families and children
(section 17 of the Charter); and
the right to protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment (section 10(b) of the Charter).
The right to life (section 9 of the Charter)
Section 9 of the Charter provides that every person has the
right to life and has the right not to be arbitrarily deprived
of life.
Clause 22 of the Bill will introduce nurse to patient ratios for
oncology, acute stroke and haematology settings. The
introduction of these new ratios will ensure the delivery of
high quality care in these areas of speciality and as a result
will promote the right to life of patients in oncology, acute
stroke and haematology settings.
Clauses 23, 24, 25 and 27 of the Bill will improve nurse to
patient ratios applicable to palliative care inpatient units,
emergency departments and special care nurseries, and
improve midwife to patient ratios for birthing suites. The
improvements to the ratios in these areas of speciality will
ensure safe and quality patient care and as a result, will
promote the right to life of the patients receiving care in these
specialty settings.
Clause 5 of the Bill will introduce a new rounding
methodology for ratios under the Act which in most cases
will result in a higher number of nurses providing care to
patients. This new rounding methodology will therefore
promote safe patient care and promote the right to life of
patients in public hospitals.
The protection of families and children (section 17 of the
Charter)
Section 17(1) of the Charter recognises that the families are
the fundamental group unit of society and that families are
entitled to be protected by society and the State.
Section 17(2) of the Charter provides that every child has the
right, without discrimination, to protection as is in their best
interests, in recognition of a child’s special vulnerability
because of their age.
Clauses 24 and 25 of the Bill improve nurse and midwife to
patient ratios in special care nurseries and midwife to patient
ratios in birthing suites. These improved ratios will ensure
that babies and mothers receive a high quality of care by
improving opportunities for dedicated patient care and as a
result will promote the protection of families and children.
Protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment
(section 10(b) of the Charter)
Section 10(b) of the Charter provides that a person must not
be treated or punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way.
The Bill’s introduction of new patient ratios in specialist
areas, improvement of existing ratios and introduction of a
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new rounding methodology for ratios all promote the right to
protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment by
ensuring a safe and supportive environment for patients,
nurses and midwives in public hospitals.
Other potential human rights invoked
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It is now time to improve staffing ratios to minimise any risk
to patients where specified ratios are no longer fit for purpose
and do not reflect best practice or safe staffing levels.
Nurses and midwives form part of an integral workforce in
our health system and continue to be the most trusted
profession in Australia.

The right to equality (section 8 of the Charter)
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to equal protection without
discrimination and has the right to equal and effective
protection against discrimination.
The new nurse to patient ratios will distinguish between
patients in different hospital settings. This may invoke the
protected attributes of ‘disability’ and ‘pregnancy’ under the
Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and therefore engage the right to
equality and non-discrimination. However, distinguishing the
level of care owed to a patient based on their setting in a
hospital is reasonable and justified because patients with
different illnesses and conditions require varying levels of
care depending upon their clinical acuity and the associated
treatment necessary to appropriately manage their illness or
condition.
To the extent that the Bill will not benefit persons hospitalised
in settings other than those provided for in the Bill, this is
reasonable and justified because these other settings are
managed through evidence based clinical guidelines and
industrial frameworks.
For the reasons outlined it is my view that the Bill is
compatible with the Charter.
Hon. Jill Hennessy, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (10:42) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:

There are over 50,000 nurses and midwives in our public
health system committed to providing patient-centred,
empathetic and individualised care. These staff are managing
patients in an environment of increasing patient complexity,
changing models of care and the growing demand for health
services.
Increasing workloads have the potential to lead to burnout,
absenteeism, job dissatisfaction, attrition and poor retention.
International and local evidence also confirms a direct
relationship between workload levels, patient outcomes and
nurse-reported quality of care.
In summary, higher staffing numbers lead to better patient
outcomes.
As such, it is now time to improve workload arrangements,
create positive, healthy and productive environments and
advance the health system for better patient safety.
This Bill specifies minimum staffing levels for a range of
clinical settings. Updating the Safe Patient Care Act will
guarantee consistency and create greater certainty around the
provision of safe and high quality patient care by ensuring
that health services provide a higher number of nurses and
midwives where required in more complex and specialised
environments.
The Bill advances the intent of the Safe Patient Care Act and
demonstrates the Andrews Government’s greater focus on
safe and high quality patient care.
This Bill enhances the Act in four ways:
Firstly, the Bill improves a number of existing ratios to reflect
evolving nursing and midwifery practices in response to
advancing technologies, changing service models and
increasing patient acuity and complexity.

This Bill presents a historic opportunity to improve the safety
and quality of patient care for all Victorians.

Amendments to the rounding methodology will mean that, in
most circumstances, nurses and midwives will no longer be
required to carry an additional workload that can at times be
50 per cent greater than the specified ratio.

Safety is our highest priority, and through improving nurse to
patient and midwife to patient ratios, we are supporting our
dedicated workforce in our public hospitals and health
services to deliver the best possible care.

Ratios in palliative care, birthing suites, special care nurseries
and emergency departments will also be updated to maintain
their relevance and to reflect contemporary practice and
community expectations.

The landmark introduction of the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to
Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Act in 2015 was a
significant achievement for Victoria, as the first state in
Australia to legislate minimum nurse and midwife staffing in
public hospitals.

Secondly, the Bill is creating new ratios to better manage
highly complex patients in a range of clinical settings that use
advanced technologies and specialised treatments.

The Safe Patient Care Act has successfully protected
minimum workload arrangements and reduced industrial
disputes — creating a safe, supportive and productive
environment for nurses, midwives and patients.

New minimum safe staffing levels are now provided for
inpatient multi-day speciality areas of haematology, oncology
and acute stroke units. Managing ratios within mixed
speciality wards is also clarified.
These enhancements will create statewide consistency in
service provision and ensure the delivery of high quality
individualised care that reflects treatment complexity.
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Thirdly, as part of a continuous improvement process, the Bill
removes redundant and outdated sections of the Act.
Removing the night duty formula in specified emergency
departments and the local capacity to vary ratios will reduce
confusion and ambiguity, and advance uniform workload
management processes.
Finally, the Bill improves the overarching structural and
operational functionality of the Act to deliver a contemporary
and responsive regulatory instrument that reflects modern
practices, and protects patient-care models for all Victorians.
The vision and objectives of the Bill will be achieved over
five years. During this time, the Government will work with
Victorian public hospitals and health services to monitor
implementation and devise opportunities to provide local
support as required.
The Government will also continue to support the nursing and
midwifery workforce through a range of workforce
development programs that target transition to practice and
professional skills development.
Every day our nurses and midwives work hard to deliver
person-centred healthcare and deliver the best outcomes for
all Victorians.
This Bill will improve workload arrangements and have a
significant and lasting impact on the provision of safe,
empathetic and high-quality patient-centred care in line with
community values.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 5 September.

ESSENTIAL SERVICES COMMISSION
(GOVERNANCE, PROCEDURAL AND
ADMINISTRATIVE IMPROVEMENTS)
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
Opening paragraphs
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the Charter), I make
this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Essential
Services Commission (Governance, Procedural and
Administrative Improvements) Amendment Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Essential Services Commission
(Governance, Procedural and Administrative Improvements)
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.
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Overview
In 2016, a review of the Essential Services Commission Act
2001 (the Act) was conducted in accordance with the
requirements of section 66 of the Act. The Bill implements
several of the recommendations of the review including —
replacing appeals panels established under the Act with
a review jurisdiction conferred on the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT);
enabling the Minister to nominate an additional
Commissioner to act as Chairperson in the absence of
the Chairperson, or a vacancy in the office;
clarifying that the Essential Services Commission
(Commission) has the function of reporting on certain
matters in relation to regulated industries if this is
required under enabling legislation; and
providing for a further review of the Act to be completed
by the end of 2026.
Human Rights Issues
In my opinion, the human rights under the Charter that are
relevant to the Bill are:
the right to privacy as protected by section 13 of the
Charter;
the right to take part in public life as protected by
section 18 of the Charter; and
the right to a fair hearing as protected by section 24 of
the Charter.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 of the Charter provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
Division 1 of Part 2 and Part 3 of the Bill replace appeals
panels established under the Essential Services Commission
Act 2001 with a review jurisdiction conferred on the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). By adopting
standardised procedures and drawing on existing
infrastructure to conduct hearings, this is likely promote the
right to a fair hearing.
However, the Bill proposes two measures that will restrict
VCAT’s ability to hear and determine applications for review
in this context:
proposed clause 11AID of Schedule 1 to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 (VCAT Act)
limits the evidence that can be considered by VCAT
when the Commission’s decisions are being reviewed to
the evidence that can be considered by appeals panels
under current regulation 16(2) and (3) of the Essential
Services Commission Regulations 2011; and
proposed clause 11AIE of Schedule 1 to the VCAT Act
limits the orders that VCAT can make to those already
existing under the ESC Act under section 56(7) and
restated with minor variations in new section 56 in
clause 9.
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To the extent that these restrictions might be considered to
limit the right to a fair hearing, any limitation is in my view
reasonable and justified for the reasons set out below.
In the case of the restrictions on admitting new evidence, these
are intended to promote better decision-making by the
Commission by encouraging an applicant to bring all pertinent
material to the Commission’s attention before the Commission
makes a decision. Further, under proposed clause 11AID of
Schedule 1 to the VCAT Act, VCAT is able to admit new
facts and materials as evidence if the applicant satisfies VCAT
that the new facts or material are materially relevant and could
not have been placed before the Commission before the
Commission made the decision. This means that VCAT can
ensure a hearing can occur in a fair manner.
In the case of the orders VCAT can make in disputes under
the Act, the restriction of the scope of such orders could be
regarded as impacting on the ‘competence’ of the tribunal to
the extent that it relates to the ability of VCAT to grant
effective remedies. However, the orders that VCAT can make
will be effective as they are tailored and appropriate to the
matters in dispute which is reasonable and justified. Further,
subject to section 61 of the Act, courts are also able to engage
in judicial review of the matters in dispute.
Other rights engaged
Privacy (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. An interference will
be lawful if it is permitted by a law which is precise and
appropriately circumscribed, and will be arbitrary only if it is
capricious, unpredictable, unjust or unreasonable, in the sense
of being disproportionate to the legitimate aim sought.
Clause 5 of the Bill amends section 38 of the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001. Section 38 specifies the
circumstances in which the Commission can disclose
confidential or commercially sensitive information. If person
claims it would cause detriment, they may apply for review
by VCAT of the Commission’s decision to release
confidential information. Where these applications are
withdrawn or dismissed, disclosure by the Commission can
occur. Similarly, VCAT can agree to the disclosure of the
information but impose restrictions on what information that
can be disclosed. Because there is a right of review by VCAT,
the right to privacy is not limited because any disclosures
arising under section 38 are not unlawful or arbitrary. To the
extent that section 38 might involve the disclosure of personal
information, the clearly prescribed nature of the provision and
the decision-making safeguards which are built into it protect
against any arbitrary or unlawful interference.
The right to privacy is also engaged by clause 14 of the Bill,
which deals with public reporting on regulated markets.
However, the Bill provides for reporting on regulated
industries as a whole, rather than individual participants in
those industries. Further, participants in the industries
concerned are typically corporations; as noted in section 6 of
the Charter, corporations do not have human rights. As such,
to the extent that clause 14 might engage the right to privacy,
in my view it does not limit that right.
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Right to take part in public life (section 18)
The right to take part in public life in section 18(2)(b) of the
Charter provides that ‘[e]very eligible person has the right,
and is to have the opportunity, without discrimination … to
have access, on general terms of equality, to the Victorian
public service and public office’.
The right to take part in public life is engaged by the abolition
of the Essential Services Commission Appeals Panel. The
members of the panel will cease to hold office. However, the
right is not limited because the members will be eligible to be
appointed to VCAT if they are Australian lawyers or have
special knowledge or experience, and will continue to have
the opportunity to access the Victorian Public Service and
public office.
Robin Scott, MP
Minister for Finance

Second reading
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (10:43) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
This Bill will improve the operation of the Essential Services
Commission (the Commission) and the Essential Services
Commission Act 2001 (ESC Act). The ESC Act establishes
the ESC as the economic regulator of Victoria’s energy, water
and transport sectors. It is important the ESC Act and the ESC
operate effectively and efficiently to promote good outcomes
for Victorians.
The Bill implements the government’s response to the review
of the ESC Act. The review was undertaken by the
Department of Treasury and Finance in late 2016, in
accordance with section 66 of the ESC Act which stipulates
that the review had to completed by 31 December 2016.
The purpose of the review was to determine whether the
objectives of the ESC Act were being achieved, whether they
remained appropriate, and whether the ESC Act was
effective.
The review undertook targeted consultations with key
stakeholders, including regulated industries, government
departments and agencies, and consumer organisations. The
review concluded that the ESC was working well as an
economic regulator, but found scope to clarify its role and to
improve governance, procedural and administrative
arrangements. The review made 10 recommendations, which
the government broadly supported, however not all
recommendations require legislative change. The government
response was tabled in Parliament on 7 March 2017.
I will now provide an outline of the Bill.
The main feature of the Bill is to confer jurisdiction to hear
reviews of Commission decisions on the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT), replacing the Essential
Services Commission Appeals Panel (the Appeal Panel).
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Currently, a separate time-limited pool of appeal panellists are
appointed under the ESC Act to hear and determine appeals
against a requirement, decision or determination of the
Commission. The Bill will transfer the Appeal Panel’s
powers and functions to VCAT, the expert body for matters
of administrative review in Victoria. This will reduce
duplication of infrastructure and resources in managing the
appeals process and will simplify the appointments process
by utilising VCAT’s existing expert members in
administrative review.
The current scope and grounds for appeal will be retained in
the ESC Act. While ESC appeal matters will largely follow
normal VCAT hearing procedures, there will be slight
differences, reflecting the particular nature of the
Commission’s decisions. Special procedural requirements
will be provided for in Schedule 1 to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998. These include retention of
existing restrictions on what evidence can be introduced in an
appeals, to ensure that material before VCAT in a review
under the ESC Act is limited to the material that was before
the Commission at the time of its original decision. Existing
restrictions on the orders that VCAT can make in respect of a
final decision will also continue to apply.
The Bill also enables the Minister to nominate a person to act
as Chairperson to the Commission, as current arrangements to
appoint an acting Chairperson are administratively
burdensome.
The Bill will also recognise that a significant role for the
Commission is to publicly report on the market structure and
performance of regulated industries, which is currently
provided for in other empowering instruments.
Finally, the Bill will direct the minister responsible for the
Commission to ensure that another review of the ESC Act is
undertaken by 31 December 2026 to ensure the ESC Act
remains up to date and Victorians continue to benefit from
best-practice regulation.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MORRIS
(Mornington).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 5 September.

BUILDING AMENDMENT
(REGISTRATION OF BUILDING TRADES
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 August; motion of
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning).
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (10:44) — I rise on
behalf of the opposition in relation to the Building
Amendment (Registration of Building Trades and
Other Matters) Bill 2018 and will be putting the
position of the opposition on the record. First I will note
that on the notice paper today the opposition has put
forward a notice of motion in relation to this bill.
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Although we are not debating that motion, I will be
talking to that as part of the speech in relation to
separating parts of the bill. The bill as a whole is in
three parts. The first part is around pool fences, with
mandatory registration of fences. The second part is
around the cladding on buildings in Victoria. We all
know of the issues and concerns that have been raised
around cladding, which I will go into in further detail.
The last part is around trades registration and licensing
within the building industry.
Our view is, first and foremost, that parts of the bill
should have been separated. The cladding and pool
fences parts both have a safety element within the state
and both raise concerns about safety aspects in private
homes and buildings across the state, in government
buildings, hospitals and private hospitals and also in
residential buildings. The bill will be putting in place a
mechanism to ensure better protection for those
families in residences and those in other properties. To
combine that with and force through a registration and
licensing of trades I do not think is the appropriate way
to proceed. Our belief is that that part should have been
separated from the bill, and we will be moving
amendments to the bill in the upper house. I will say
that I have spoken to the minister in relation to that as
well. I thank him and his department for the briefings
we have had and for the open and honest discussion on
that and on the bill. I look forward to working with the
government hopefully on some of the amendments that
we will be talking about between now and when the bill
is in the upper house.
The first part of the bill that I will refer to today is
around the pool and spa regulation. Everybody in
Victoria knows that it is a tragedy when any person
drowns in a pool. Most times when we hear of
drownings we are hearing of children or toddlers who
wander into an area of a pool, spa or other water and
obviously become the victim in one of those and their
families are left distraught. We only have to go back to
the coroner’s report of the review in relation to Elijah
Meldrum, who in 2015 unfortunately passed away
when a pool had a faulty gate. When the coroner went
through the review at the time, they were reviewing
what had happened, what the conditions were of the
pool and the gate of the pool, what caused it and
whether there was anything that could have been in
place to better protect that child going forward.
Before I go into some of the issues around that case
specifically and other cases that have happened in
Victoria regarding pool fences, I think the most
important message that must be reiterated not just in
this house but in the community is that no matter which
regulations are brought in by any government, no
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matter what legislation is passed and no matter who
inspects pool gates and fences and provides that
protection, nothing replaces the supervision of children
around pools. We hear of too many cases of drownings
or close to drownings occurring not through faulty pool
fences but through people chocking open gates to make
it easier to let the children in and out. If you lose
concentration for a short period of time, a child can go
and enter the pool. That is a tragic outcome for a
family, and one they will live to regret forever. I think it
is really important to emphasise when you are talking
about families and children around pools that you
cannot replace supervision. It is so important.
As I said before, the first case concerns the grieving
parents of Elijah Meldrum and their call for an overhaul
of the rules around pool fencing. I will quote from an
article in the Herald Sun of 18 December 2015:
The grieving parents of a little boy who drowned in a
backyard pool with a faulty gate have pleaded for an overhaul
of Victorian pool fencing laws.
…
After several high-profile pool drownings in 2013, then
planning minister and now opposition leader Matthew Guy
said the government ‘couldn’t stand by any longer’ and
committed to following in the footsteps of other states.

I think that is a commitment that you will find on both
sides of the house. We have to ensure that any
legislation and regulation that goes through is in the
best interests of safety and of making sure that we can
inspect pools going forward.
There was a bit of fear in the community that when the
mandatory regulations for the inspection of pools came
in, owners of an existing pool would be forced to
adhere to current regulations. That is not actually the
case. The legislation is around ensuring that a pool is
safe. First of all, the pool must have a fence, even
though that requirement may have come in after the
pool was installed, but the pool will be inspected to the
date you built it. If you built a pool and there is a door
from your house to go directly to the pool and it had a
childproof lock at a set height, that would still comply
with the new legislation because you built it under the
previous regulations. You will not have to double-fence
it. The fear around that has been alleviated, so I think
that is a positive outcome.
Unfortunately, as I said, we have had 25 children drown
between 2000 and 2017. That is why on this side we
believe the regulations on this issue should have had an
opportunity to go through as a standalone piece of
legislation rather than with the cladding legislation,
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because we all know that this issue is too important to
be politicised or debated in that way.
This decision comes after a long campaign by the
Swimming Pool and Spa Association of Victoria and
other leading industry stakeholders, who have stridently
promoted the importance of mandatory pool and spa
barrier inspection in Victoria for many years. I think it
is very important that we have had that on the record in
relation to pools. As I said, we will not be opposing any
part of the bill, but that is an area that we support
because it will improve safety.
The second part of the bill is around cladding. The
cladding issue probably became a major news story and
major discussion point for governments around the
world after 72 people were killed in London’s Grenfell
fire in 2017 due to unsafe and non-fire-resistant
cladding. That fire touched the hearts of the world.
Everybody who saw what happened, whether they were
watching it on the news or were in that community, saw
how quickly and rapidly the fire moved on the outside
of that building. It also moved very rapidly on the
inside of that building. As I said, 72 lives were lost in
England.
Whilst that happened in England, we have had the same
issues here but not to the same extent. We had a
$2 million fire at a Docklands apartment, and the
investigation found a similar concern surrounding the
cladding of the building. It took 80 firefighters about
30 minutes to get that blaze under control. But one of
the biggest differences between England and Australia
is that our fire regulations are stricter. Our high-rise
buildings have sprinkler systems. We have mandatory
smoke detectors. Larger buildings are connected up to
allow a quicker and more rapid response from fire
services. So there are a lot of positives here regarding
fire safety. However, the cladding issue is something
that we still need to address.
What is going to happen soon is you are going to start
to see orders coming out in relation to these issues,
whether it is a replacement order or an order to
upgrade, but they will ensure the safety of people in
these buildings. That will put a significant cost back
onto families, residents and communities, which may
go through a body corporate or other organisation. In
the private sector, to get a bill for $40 000, $50 000 or
$60 000 would be a lot of money for families who
already have high debt levels with the borrowings for
their properties. I could imagine that banks would
struggle to loan these families more money. You
would not want to put these people in the position of
mortgage stress based on a decision that this cladding
has to be replaced.
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The part of the legislation that we are discussing with
regard to cladding is around ensuring that these families
can have access to funds via their local council. It would
be a low interest or interest-free loan and would give
people an opportunity to replace those parts of the
building. It is a safety aspect for them. The loan would
be paid off over 10 years, and as I understand the bill the
debt will be held with council and will be on-sold. If you
sell your property the bill remains on the rates through
an increased rates bill, which will be passed on when
you sell the property until it is paid off. But this does
give an opportunity to ensure the safety-first aspect of it,
and I think that is very important. That is again why we
believe that this part of the bill should have gone
through with the pools regulations separately.
There is more to come out on the public side of it.
There was a report done with Ted Baillieu as the chair
of the committee which referred to around
1400 buildings in Victoria. From reports from that
committee, not all 1400 permits that had the cladding
have been built. Some are still vacant lots of land,
which is positive because they will not have the same
effect. They will not have to change the cladding. But
there are others that are built and people have been in
them for many years, and they will ensure that they can
get the opportunity to replace the cladding.
I know when Ted Baillieu was involved in this
committee they ended up having a discussion with
Sir Ken Knight, who is doing the investigation in the
United Kingdom in relation to the Grenfell fire. I am
pleased that the two countries’ committees are working
very closely together, having similarities in relation to
the building issues but also having similarities as to
how you face these decisions as a government. I think it
is important that there is that opportunity going forward
on how they work to ensure safety and to ensure
families are not put in a position of deciding between
safety and money. I think that is actually a positive in
there, so we are supportive of that.
The last part of the bill and the reason we put the
motion forward is about registration and licensing in the
building industry. The building industry, as we all
know, is the largest employer in Victoria. Many jobs
are involved in the building industry, whether it is in
civil construction, government construction, private
construction or going down to houses and dwellings.
Whenever you are looking at doing anything within this
industry you want to make sure first and foremost that
any change you make in legislation and in regulation is
not going to send any shock waves through an industry
in which trades and the requirements for the
employment of trades are paramount.
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We have so many people involved in the building
industry who are exceptional and who do a fantastic
job, and they are also the same people who do not want
dodgy performers within the building industry. It gives
them a bad name. We have spoken to the Housing
Industry Association (HIA), we have spoken to the
Master Builders Association (MBA) and we have
spoken to many of the other builder organisations, and
many of them have come back with the same views,
and those views all tend to be along the lines of them
not being opposed to the changes. The MBA is
obviously very supportive, the HIA is not, and there are
others that also are not supportive in relation to
registration. You tend to get the feeling on registration
that they accept registration is going to be coming into
the building industry, they accept registration probably
should be there for some elements within the building
industry, but there is genuine concern raised around the
licensing of all employees in the building industry. That
is something that has been raised as a big concern.
But the largest concern that has been raised with us by
all the industry groups — there is not one other view on
this — is that this legislation, which is a framework, is
actually saying, ‘The government will do the
regulations later. Trust us as a government that we will
deliver the regulations that will suit it best, and we will
do a regulatory impact statement at a later date’. The
dates are in there and the government is looking at
having it implemented by 2020, but the regulatory
impact statement should have been done. We should
have had the regulatory impact statement. We want to
know what the effect of this bill is going to be when it
is going to make such fundamental changes to the
building industry. For any changes you make that could
put at risk current employment levels, that could change
insurance structures and that could change how
businesses operate, from large businesses all the way
through to small businesses and the local tradie down
the road, it is vital that you have in place up front a
paper for them to look at to see how it is going to affect
the business in a financial sense, in a regulatory sense,
in the sense of what paperwork is required and how
they are going to do it.
One of the questions that I do not think the government
has actually answered yet is how this system is going to
play out. The Victorian Building Authority (VBA) is
already struggling with the workload they have got.
This will just increase the workload that will be put
through the VBA. It is going to create a lot of pressure
on the VBA to deliver outcomes — to make sure that
people are registered and to police the registration. I
will refer very quickly to one of their articles written by
a local tradesman out my way who has a small to
medium-sized building company, Cameron Arthur. His
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question is: is registration and licensing the answer to
the lack of quality, qualified trades in Victoria? In the
article he refers back and forth to the positives and
negatives. It is a very interesting article because it is not
just a hit on the government; it is actually talking about
how it is going to work, the benefits for his business
and the benefits for the builders he works for. He said:
The addition of licensing and registration fees as well as
additional insurance premiums will result in higher overheads
and could deter good quality, qualified tradespeople from
applying for registration or licensing, further compounding
the issue of a lack of availability of tradespeople in Victoria.

He goes on to say:
Registration and licensing may weed out some of the
underqualified, dishonest trades. But it could also make it
difficult for good quality, qualified tradespeople who are
starting out working for themselves.

Buildoz, who Cameron works with, has struggled over
time to bring in good quality tradespeople, and they
understand the industry is struggling at this time to get
people in. He understands that there could be a
registration requirement for his building work, but he
does not agree with the licensing right through —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Electorate office staff
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:01) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. Yesterday the
Minister for Veterans refused to answer whether he
signed casual employment forms for Ben McMullin,
your Bellarine Labor field organiser who succeeded
whistleblower Jake Finnigan but whose employment
the government has concealed from the Ombudsman.
Minister, given Mr McMullin worked in your office,
which member of Parliament signed his casual
staff sheets?
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
and the member for Malvern are warned.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:02) —
Noting that this is pertaining to page 76 of the
Ombudsman’s report, Minister, you said about
Mr McMullin’s predecessor, Jake Finnigan, that you
would not know him if you ran into him in the street
and denied he worked in your office. Yet Mr Finnigan
has stated under oath that he worked in your office, you
gave him the key to your office door and you even gave
him your own office security code. Minister, how can
anyone believe your word regarding the red shirts
rorting scandal, given you have clearly been a party to
concealing evidence and apparently you cannot even
recognise your own staff?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
assist with the smooth running of the house. I renew my
earlier ruling. Insofar as this matter may relate to
matters contained in the Ombudsman’s report, I ask the
minister to answer the question.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:04) —
Firstly, I reject every accusation and premise of that
question, and I refer to my earlier answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of noise in the
chamber is once again too loud. Members will be
removed from the chamber without warning.

Ministers statements: tech schools
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:04) — I am
delighted to —
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled in this place
and I repeat the ruling: the employment of electorate
officers is a matter of parliamentary administration, not
of government administration. Matters that occurred
prior to the current administration are also not matters
of government business, but matters contained in an
Ombudsman’s report are. Insofar as this might refer to
an Ombudsman’s report I am prepared to allow the
minister to answer the question.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:02) — As I
understand, this is not part of the Ombudsman’s report.

The SPEAKER (11:04) — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
Mr ANDREWS — Last Thursday I was delighted
to join my colleagues the members for Eltham, Yan
Yean and Ivanhoe, the Deputy Premier and the Minister
for Training and Skills in the other place to mark the
opening of the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School, a great
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facility in delivery of our election commitment to bring
back tech schools, refined and reformed, to set our kids
up for the jobs of the future. I was able to celebrate the
opening of the tech school because the tech school is
located in the grounds of the old Greensborough TAFE.
I cannot tell you how pleased I was to be able to visit
the Greensborough TAFE campus, now Melbourne
Polytechnic, and to not need bolt cutters to get in,
because of course there is no padlock on the gate under
this government. The place has been rebuilt. It is
booming. It is better than it has ever been.
While we were there we took the opportunity to
announce the final 10 of the 30 completely free TAFE
courses we will offer from the beginning of next year
and to expand the number of free preapprenticeship
courses from 18 to 20. This of course comes on top of
30 000 extra places funded and many other campuses
reopened. You could not get a clearer contrast between
repairing the damage done by those opposite and
setting TAFE up to be stronger than it has ever been.
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member speaking has clearly forgotten that it was his
party that destroyed technical colleges in Victoria —
got rid of them completely.
The SPEAKER — There is no point of order.
Mr ANDREWS — I would invite the member for
Hastings to keep talking about TAFE. We love that. Do
you know what is better than talking about TAFE?
Actually investing in it — and that is what we are doing.
It is better than it has ever been, and shame on you!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:07) — Order! The member for
Macedon and the member for Ripon will leave the
chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Macedon and Ripon
withdrew from chamber.

Electorate office staff
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:07) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. On page 76 of the Ombudsman’s
report you are identified as a member of Parliament
who assigned staff outside of your seat to assist other
Labor MPs. Minister, did you sign time sheets for any
casual staff to assist in Labor campaigning outside of
your electorate?
The SPEAKER — Order! I renew the ruling that I
have given on this matter in relation to what is and what
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is not government business. Matters contained in the
Ombudsman’s report are government business.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:07) — I thank
the Leader of the Opposition for the question. As has
been made clear on several occasions, the Ombudsman
undertook a very comprehensive report, found that
everyone acted in good faith and made no
recommendations for further action. I have nothing
further to add.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the minister did not seek to answer any part
of this question, and the question was clear: did she
sign time sheets for any casual staff to assist Labor
campaigning outside of her electorate? It was a very
straightforward question, and I ask you to bring her
back to answering it. If she is going to conclude her
answer in that manner, I seek that you ask her to have a
written answer prepared for this chamber, because she
clearly has not sought to address any part of that.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I ask
that you rule the point of order out of order. The
minister was being entirely relevant to the question that
was asked, and she was complying with the guidance
that you had given her and indeed other members of
this place on how to answer questions on this matter. I
suggest she has been entirely relevant to the question.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the
lower house of any Parliament is a house in which
ministers of the Crown are accountable to the house and
the community for their conduct and for their probity.
This was a very specific question following on from the
Ombudsman’s report and matters canvassed in that
report as to whether or not the minister signed time
sheets for any casual staff who campaigned outside her
electorate. The minister owes the house and the
community an answer to that question, and if she is not
prepared to provide it orally, I submit that you should
require her to provide it in writing.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point of
order that has been raised. The question clearly
referenced the Ombudsman’s report, and the minister
was responsive to the question that was asked. There is
no point of order.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:09) —
Minister, have you provided the details of all the staff
you employed as field organisers to the Ombudsman, or
were there staff whom you employed in this way whose
employment you continue to conceal?
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The previous ruling
applies to this question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:10) — I thank
the Leader of the Opposition for the supplementary
question. The Ombudsman canvassed a whole range of
issues in her report and found there was no further
action that was required to be taken. She had all of the
information she needed to reach her conclusions. I have
nothing further to add.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek that
you have the minister provide the house with a written
response. In fact she never answered the question that
was put to her, which was: have you provided the
details of all the staff employed as field organisers? I
asked a clear question. She has not answered or sought
to answer that, and I seek a written response to it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point of
order that the Leader of the Opposition has raised. In
the context of my previous rulings about what is and
what is not government business and noting that the
minister was responsive to the question, I do not uphold
the point of order.

Ministers statements: tech schools
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:11) —
Following on from the Premier’s statement, I rise to
update the house on the rollout of our tech schools
across Victoria — a $128 million investment by the
Andrews government. As the Premier said, last week
we opened the doors of the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech
School, the sixth tech school to open this year, with the
remaining four to open over the rest of this year. The
Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School will support around
14 000 students from 19 government, Catholic and
independent schools across Melbourne’s north-east.
They are centres of excellence in science, technology,
engineering and maths, and they engage students in
high-tech learning that cannot be provided at individual
schools, engaging with both industry and
post-secondary education providers. It is about
connecting our kids with their future — matching their
skills with the jobs of the future. The first programs
with partner schools have now started in term three.
They will focus on scientific and technical services,
health care and social assistance and entrepreneurial
skills as well.
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This new world-class tech school is located on the
Greensborough campus of Melbourne Polytechnic. The
community will never forget that this campus was
closed by those opposite. The campus was left to
crumble through short-sighted and cruel neglect. In
2015 we said we would make Victoria the Education
State and we meant it. Through the advocacy of the
members for Eltham, Ivanhoe and Yan Yean and you,
Speaker, we promised to reopen Greensborough TAFE
and we did. Hundreds and hundreds of students are
now there, enjoying what Melbourne Polytechnic has to
offer. We will open the remaining four tech schools
through the course of this year. That is what the
Education State is all about.

Police procedures and practices
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (11:13) — My question is
to the Minister for Police. Two weeks ago the minister
claimed there were procedures and practices in place
with Victoria Police regarding the police investigation
into the Labor Party and her position as a beneficiary of
the rorting that the police are now investigating. I ask
the minister: what do these practices and procedures
consist of, and who is monitoring the compliance with
these practices and procedures by the minister and by
others in government to ensure that no Labor minister,
no minister’s office and no Labor MP is seeking to
pressure Victoria Police? Or is this just another case of
the government asking Victorians to trust us?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General is
warned.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:14) —
What a surprise — undermining the chief
commissioner again. This question was asked of me
last time, and can I just say again, we sought
assurances — there was a long list of people who
sought assurances — from the chief commissioner. He
gave them, and we accept those assurances from the
chief commissioner. We also have the Victoria Police
Act 2013— would you like me to indicate to that?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — It does enable me to give certain
direction to the chief commissioner.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition!
Ms NEVILLE — However, I cannot give any
direction in relation to the enforcement of law in
relation to any person or group of persons, the
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investigation or prosecution of offences in relation to
any person or group of persons. I have not been
involved in any aspect of this investigation — have not,
will not be. If those opposite are interested in the
procedures and processes put in place —
The SPEAKER — The minister is to resume her
seat.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I
appreciate the minister’s context, but she is now
straying from the question. I was not asking her to
answer the questions I asked —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:16) — The member for
Bentleigh will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Bentleigh withdrew from
chamber.
Mr Clark — This is not the occasion for the
minister to try to answer now the questions I asked last
sitting week that she failed to answer. This week I am
asking her about the details of the practices and
procedures that she claimed last sitting week were in
place. I do ask you to bring her back to answering the
question that I asked today.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to answering the question.
Ms NEVILLE — Last week I said the chief
commissioner has put in place procedures and
processes. I will not go through the long line of how we
got that information, but we did — hands off.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:16) — Order! The member for
Ringwood will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Ringwood withdrew from
chamber.
Ms NEVILLE — If those opposite are keen to
understand what those procedures and processes are,
please seek a briefing from the chief commissioner. I
am sure he is happy to comply as he has provided to us
an assurance they are in place. They can seek that
information.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, as I said
previously, this chamber is the place where ministers of
the Crown should be accountable to the house and to
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the community. It is contemptuous of this house and
contemptuous of the community for the minister to say
that the opposition should seek a briefing on these
matters when they are matters that this house and the
community are entitled to hear about in open session
from the minister. I ask you to bring her back to
answering the question that I asked.
The SPEAKER — The minister has been
responsive to the question that was asked and has
concluded her answer.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (11:17) — The minister’s
former staffer Jake Finnigan has stated that the minister
and Attorney-General needed to, and I quote:
… ‘do the right thing and resign straightaway’, otherwise the
public could have no confidence in the police investigation.

Given the minister’s refusal to inform this house and
the community about what practices and procedures are
in place to ensure the integrity of this investigation, and
given her own former staffer urging her to resign, will
she now do the right thing and simply stand down?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:18) — Can
I make it very clear: absolutely not. Secondly, I am
going to get on with delivering $3 billion of investment,
the biggest uplift in Victoria Police’s history, to make
Victoria safer.

Ministers statements: health funding
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (11:18) — I
rise to update the house about the government’s very
proud record on delivering an important infrastructure
pipeline when it comes to health. Of course since
coming to office we have invested over $3.2 billion in
health and ambulance infrastructure right across the
state. That has been a very challenging project for us
because we have only been receiving from the
commonwealth government a very paltry 0.4 per cent
of health infrastructure funding.
We know there is a bit of trouble in Canberra at the
moment. We are not quite sure what the basis is of
having any confidence that that might change. We
know we have got a federal health minister who seems
to be walking both sides of the fence at the moment.
We know that we have got a commonwealth
government that wants to take $2.1 billion out of the
Victorian health system, and so we are concerned about
how we ensure that we continue to have strong
investment in health infrastructure.
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Of course in our last state budget an important
commitment we made was $115 million to redevelop
the Wonthaggi Hospital, and that is a fantastic health
service. We are going to deliver a new theatre, a new
emergency department and new inpatient rooms to
meet the community’s growing needs.
But we saw a very unorthodox development recently.
That is where we saw the Liberal Party say that they
would back in our budget commitment in respect of the
Wonthaggi hospital. Coming from a group that had cut
$1 billion out of the health system it was an
uncharacteristic development but it also invites the
question: what of our other important budget
commitments? What are the people of Ballarat to think?
Are the Liberal Party backing in the almost half a billion
dollars that we have committed to invest in rebuilding
the Ballarat Health Services, or are these things going to
be the subject of the opposition’s commission of audit,
where we know they want to get their hands on our
health budget, to continue to cut and to continue to
attack our rural and regional health services?
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both misleading the house and debating the
issue. I ask you to bring her back to making a ministers
statement.
The SPEAKER — The minister had strayed from
making a ministers statement.
Ms HENNESSY — They cannot back the health
system because all they ever do is cut it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:21) — Order! The member for
Ferntree Gully and the member for Kew will leave the
chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Ferntree Gully and Kew
withdrew from chamber.

Native forest logging
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (11:21) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, you came to power
in 2014 promising to finally deal with the issue of the
logging of Victoria’s native forests, but four years later
logging continues. Greater glider and Leadbeater’s
possum habitat is being cut down and then burnt to the
ground at a rate of five MCGs per day. Victorians are
rightly outraged that their taxes still subsidise the
destruction of our beautiful ancient forests and that your
government allows it. Premier, why has your
government failed so spectacularly to deal with this
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critical issue, and will you do anything about it before
the election?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:22) — I thank the
member for Melbourne for her question, and I
understand why she asked the question, but I have no
announcements today to make about the government’s
forestry policy. I would, however, reflect, with the
greatest of respect to the member for Melbourne, that
we will not be turning to the Greens political party for
any guidance on these or any other matters.
It is not commentary we need to deal with biodiversity.
It is not commentary we need to deal with sustainability
in this or any other industry. It is not commentary we
need to protect jobs and enhance them for the future. It
is not commentary we need to, for instance, have
regional forestry agreements or other protections in
place, because at the end of the day words from the
cheap seats do not mean very much. They do not mean
very much — not in the Central Highlands, not in the
Kuark forest and not in any part of our state for that
matter. So might I say, with the greatest of respect for
the member for Melbourne, I have no policy
announcements in that area of policy to make today. In
the event that I did have any announcements to make
she could learn of what the government might or might
not be doing, and she could learn about action as
opposed to running commentary from the cheap seats
where there is never any accountability, where there is
never any sense of responsibility. It is always
commentary.
Mr Wynne — The air is always clear up there.
Mr ANDREWS — The air is clearer in those cheap
seats, it would seem. We will not be lectured by the
Greens political party and we certainly would not be
lectured by this lot over here. I thank the member for
her question, and I have nothing further to add.
Supplementary question
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (11:23) — The
Premier is correct in that it is not commentary that is
needed to save our forests, it is action, which has been
sorely lacking from this government. Premier, if these
forests continue to be destroyed, not only will we lose
more vital habitat for endangered species but the
traditional owners who own this land will lose more
country and more totems before treaty negotiations have
even started. This leaves them with even less to
negotiate with. Given these forests are on Aboriginal
land, shouldn’t there be at least a moratorium on logging
on this country while the treaty process is underway?
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:24) — No, and I
would refer the member for Melbourne to my answer to
her substantive question.
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get the job done, and that is what the Andrews Labor
government is about.

Bus contracts
Ministers statements: employment
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:24) — I rise to update
the house on the latest episode in the hit series
‘Victoria’s jobs growth’. Last month while Australia
went backwards Victoria put on nearly 30 000 jobs. It
means that since we were elected we have helped create
370 000 jobs. Of those, more than 234 000 have been
full-time jobs. That is an incredible number and
consistent with the economic renaissance that has
occurred in this state under the Andrews Labor
government investing in Victorians, buying local and of
course building the infrastructure our state needs.
But of course it was not always this way. There was a
time when Victoria had an unemployment rate that was
nudging 7 per cent and regional Victoria was losing
full-time jobs, and it happened while those opposite
were doing, well, not much — except they did manage
to close 22 TAFEs. That might not be a number that
they like so much, but as we have seen over the past
day or so, when it comes to Liberals, doing the
numbers is clearly not their strength. Ultimately it is all
about priorities.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now departing from making a ministers
statement and is debating matters. I ask you to bring
him back to compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I do ask the Treasurer to come
back to making a statement.
Mr PALLAS — As I say, it is all about priorities.
We have built, we have employed, we have grown and
we are proud of it. We lead the nation for jobs, we lead
the nation for economic growth and we lead the nation
for an infrastructure pipeline — plenty to be proud
about. It is a different story for those opposite. They
cut, they close and they bulldoze. With their own
twisted sense of pride they call it good government.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is departing from your ruling and returning to
debating matters. I ask you to bring him back to
compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — The Treasurer will come back to
the statement.
Mr PALLAS — They call it good government; we
call it rubbish. Victorians want a government that will

Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:27) — My
question is to the Treasurer. Treasurer, I refer to the
panicked bus deal struck by the government with the
Transport Workers Union late last week. Treasurer,
what is the total amount of taxpayers dollars the
government has agreed to pay to buy off the Transport
Workers Union in order to avoid a bus strike just before
an election?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:28) — I thank the
member for Malvern for his question. The only
numbers he does not like accumulating are numbers
that go into the pay packets of workers. They are the
only numbers he does not like. We are pleased that the
parties are back to the negotiating table. We are pleased
that they have been able to reach substantive agreement
on the issues. Most importantly, we are particularly
pleased that they have been able to do it without
inconvenience to Victorians, and we know how those
on that side of the chamber were sitting back just
hoping for the taxpayer and the community to be
inconvenienced.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is trying to do anything except answer the
question. It was a very specific question about what
public funds were involved in the government buying
off the Transport Workers Union ahead of this bus
strike, and I ask you to bring the Treasurer back to
informing the house of that matter.
The SPEAKER — I cannot inform the Treasurer
how to answer the question, but I do ask him to come
back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — The fact that there is industrial
peace, the fact that this is a good outcome for the
workers and the fact that the companies are happy with
the proposal are a very clear sign that this is a win-win
negotiation. The details of that agreement of course —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was not whether the company is happy with
the outcome. If they have their wage deal paid for by
the taxpayer, I am sure they are. The question is: how
much did the taxpayer get on the hook for because of
this Treasurer’s intervention?
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The SPEAKER — I understand the point of order
that has been raised.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come to order. I have asked the Treasurer to come
back to answering the question. He has more than
2 minutes remaining.
Mr PALLAS — The content of that industrial
agreement is ultimately the privacy and the content of
the parties to the agreement, but can I say with respect
to the taxpayer that they have got a very good deal
because we have got a great Minister for Public
Transport. Can you recall how —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker,
this is becoming an absolute farce. The Treasurer is
required —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:31) — Order! The member for
Sunbury can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Sunbury withdrew from
chamber.
Mr M. O’Brien — The Treasurer is required to
account to this chamber for the expenditure of public
funds. He has been asked a very clear question. I ask
you to require him to answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer is being
responsive to the question that has been asked.
Mr PALLAS — I would like to thank Erskine May
for that observation about parliamentary procedure. So
far as this agreement is concerned, it was not so long
ago that the opposition were bemoaning the fact that the
Minister for Public —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is repeatedly defying your ruling to come
back to answering the question. As the member for
Malvern has made clear, this is a very straightforward
matter about accountability to the Parliament and to the
community for the Treasurer’s expenditure of public
money, and I do ask you to instruct him to come back
to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — On the point of order, Speaker, can
I just make this observation: how would you know,
Speaker? I did not even get a full sentence out in order
to answer it.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer to
continue answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — Of course the capacity of the state
to play a positive role in resolving these negotiations
has been largely as a consequence of the work of the
public transport minister, who against the opposition of
those opposite has been able to drive substantial
efficiency. So far as the government is concerned, it is
fair and appropriate that the workers get a share of
those efficient agreements.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the Treasurer has now had two-thirds of his
time to answer the question. The question was: what is
the total amount? That was the question. What is the
total amount? I think it is reasonable now, with
two-thirds of the Treasurer’s time gone, that he is
brought back to answering a simple question: what is
the total amount?
The SPEAKER — The Treasurer has been
responsive to the question. The Treasurer has
concluded his answer.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker,
under sessional order 9 the Treasurer did not answer the
question. I ask you to require him to provide a written
answer to the house.
The SPEAKER — I will review the transcript and
report back to the house.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:33) — Treasurer,
it has been reported that the cost of this deal is a 4 per
cent increase annually plus a top-up $1800
superannuation payment, which is more than
$60 million over four years. Treasurer, is it now
government policy to hand out taxpayers money to buy
off unions in private industrial disputes, or did you
intervene using taxpayers money because it is just
before an election?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:34) — The answer to
that question is no.

Ministers statements: Regional Roads Victoria
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:34) — I rise to update the house on the
Andrews government’s commitment to country roads
and the establishment of Regional Roads Victoria. And
what good news that is for country roads. I was very
proud to announce this week that Geelong engineer
Paul Northey will take up —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:34) — Order! The member for
Bass can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.
Mr DONNELLAN — As I was just saying,
Geelong engineer Paul Northey will take up the role of
the chief regional roads officer. And what a big job he
has got to do — $941 million — with a record country
roads spend that he has to oversee. There are more than
1000 kilometres to be repaired, resurfaced or rebuilt
over the next 12 months. As we know, Regional Roads
Victoria will be established in Ballarat, and they will
also have a presence in a whole lot of other regional
areas around Victoria like they do at the moment. You
have only got to look at the history of the maintenance
spend. You have just got to look at the budget papers.
Between 2011 and 2015 we had $458 million spent on
regional funding. Today it is $856 million — another
$400 million compared to that lot.
But let us be very clear. What are the options for
Regional Roads Victoria? Well, I am bedazzled by
choices, I might add — two policies for the price of one
from the coalition. One wants to keep it; the other one
wants to get rid of it. It is all gobbledegook, and I can
just see the member for Murray Plains —
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 bring him back to compliance with standing orders.
The SPEAKER — The minister has clearly
departed from making a statement. The minister to
continue making a ministers statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — As I was saying, there are
various alternatives put forward, but they are actually
both contrary to one another. I can just see the member
for Murray Plains telling people in the street that —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I think
you can anticipate my point of order that the minister is
defying your ruling and has returned immediately to
debating matters. I ask you to deal with the minister, to
require him to either resume making a ministers
statement or refuse to hear him further.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to making a ministers statement, or not make a
statement.
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Mr DONNELLAN — As I say, there is lots of spin,
but when you have contrary policies it makes it a bit
difficult. The only matter they agree on is who should
get the chauffeur-driven car: the member for
Murray Plains.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Malvern electorate
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:37) — (14 831)
My question is to the Minister for Public Transport.
There has been great concern raised in submissions to
the minister and Public Transport Victoria (PTV) over
the location of a proposed electricity substation near
Holmesglen train station, which backs on to residential
homes. Two hundred and fifteen residents also signed a
petition that was tabled in this Parliament on 25 July
objecting to the substation’s proposed location and
raising concerns about noise, lighting and amenity
impacts. These residents were not consulted prior to the
location being selected, which made the whole
consultation process, frankly, a sham. My question to
the minister is therefore: in light of the inadequate
consultation undertaken, will she direct PTV to halt
construction of the substation until viable alternative
locations have been properly considered and genuine
community consultation has taken place, and if not,
why not?

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (11:38) — (14 832) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Training
and Skills. What resources are available for young
people in the Yuroke electorate that are considering
what training and study opportunities will be available
to them in 2019? The Andrews Labor government’s
massive investment in TAFE has restored a number of
opportunities for young people to get a qualification
they can trust for a career they want. The free TAFE
initiative, for example, has been hugely popular, with
my office receiving a huge number of inquiries from
local residents. As a significant proportion of students
in the Yuroke electorate choose to pursue a vocational
qualification after completing secondary school, I
would greatly appreciate any information about
resources that are available to these students as they
make decisions about their future careers.
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Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (11:39) — (14 833) My
question is to the Minister for Education. Minister,
when will building works at Dromana Secondary
College be recommenced and finally completed? These
building works were associated with the installation of
relocatable classrooms earlier this year and especially
the associated ramps and decking around the school,
which has still not been completed, to the extent that
some children with a disability at the school have been
unable to access, now nearly two and a half terms into
the year, areas of the school which are very vital to their
learning. It is important that these building works
associated with the relocatable installations, the ramps
and the decking be completed as soon as possible. The
school is after a definitive answer about when those
works will be recommenced and then completed. It is
so important to the education of those children with
disabilities.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (11:40) — (14 834) I
direct my constituency question to the Minister for
Education, and I ask: what is the latest information
about the construction of a competition-grade gym at
Strathmore Primary School? Strathmore Primary
School is a wonderful local school. It has been
progressively upgraded over the course of this term of
Parliament, and I think the students would welcome
having a competition-grade gym built as part of that
redevelopment.

South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (11:40) — (14 835)
My question is to the Minister for Planning. Will the
minister immediately direct the City of Greater Geelong
to intervene and work with Mr Stan Gizycki and
Mrs Sophie Gizycki of Highton to resolve their issues
relating to drainage on their property?
I have been contacted by Stan and Sophie, who have
advised me that their property at 7 Burberry Court,
Highton, has been affected by flooding caused by poor
drainage works at a neighbouring property that Stan
alleges did not follow the appropriate permits. They
have been fighting a seven-year battle with planning
authorities over run-off water from the adjacent
property. They inform me the water has cracked their
garage-floor foundation and is threatening the integrity
of the rest of their home.
Minister, Stan and Sophie have come to me as they are
feeling helpless and have nowhere else to turn. They
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have tried to fight this matter themselves and have been
told to pursue it in the courts, which would require
money that they do not have. I know that they have
written to you previously, but they have not had their
matter addressed. Minister, will you immediately direct
the City of Greater Geelong to work with the Gizyckis
and resolve the issues relating to water drainage on
their property?

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (11:41) — (14 836) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Minister, we know
Jeff Kennett and the Liberals privatised Victoria’s
power industry. They promised competition would lead
to cheaper electricity prices, but the only winners are
energy companies making big profits while Victorians
pay higher prices. I am proud that Labor is putting
power back in the hands of Victorian households with
the new solar homes program. This will see solar panels
installed on 650 000 homes over ten years, and right
now eligible Victorians are able to install a solar panel
system and get half the cost back, with a rebate of
50 per cent. Minister, how many of my constituents
will qualify for this rebate?

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (11:42) —
(14 837) My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I refer the minister
to the reliance by the Victorian government upon the
opinion of Bicycle Network regarding the safety of the
narrowing of Beach Road from Mentone to Mordialloc,
noting at the same time that Bicycle Network is not a
road safety auditor; it does not have the skills or the
expertise to audit roads.
I further note that there has been reliance upon an
anonymous opinion, which in a First World country is
an extraordinary position. The Victorian government is
relying on an anonymous opinion regarding the
narrowing of Beach Road. My constituency question to
the minister is: will the current Victorian government
accept responsibility for personal injuries to cyclists or
pedestrians that may result from the narrowing of
Beach Road, noting the massive volume of cyclists who
use Beach Road?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (11:43) — (14 838) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, and I know this is something that concerns
the Yuroke electorate too. I ask the minister: can you

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Wednesday, 22 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

detail what works will be carried out on the Seymour
line next week and how will this help improve
reliability on the line?
The minister visited recently and was very welcome
when she discussed in detail with locals the upgrades
that are occurring to both Donnybrook and Wallan
stations. Along with Jaclyn Symes, a member for
Northern Victoria Region in the other place, I am
grateful to the over-200 commuters who have
responded to our survey about how the Seymour line is
impacting them and how they believe services can be
improved. I have gleaned that of those who currently
use Donnybrook station, about half will start using the
Mernda line next week, and I am sure they will be
pleased to see the attention now turning to the
Seymour line.

Melton electorate
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (11:44) — (14 839) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the question is: when will the lights
be switched on on Halletts Way? Currently the on-off
ramps are being constructed, but along that road the
lights have not been switched on. A number of
constituents have raised the matter with me. When
people are walking on or using that road and the lights
are not on, it is a very dark road. It would be great to
find out when they will be switched on.

Narre Warren South electorate
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constituency question. We are given call lists. All the
Independent members, the government whip and the
opposition whip are given call lists. The member for
Lowan has now missed out on asking a very important
question simply because the member for Melton was
too lazy to be in the chamber. That is not the member
for Lowan’s fault. Why is she not given the opportunity
to ask a constituency question? I ask if leave can be
given for her to ask a constituency question.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — I do not
know that I am in a position to ask for leave for a
constituency question. What I do know is that I gave
the call to the person who was on their feet first, and
that was the member for Melton.
Ms Kealy — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
if I may, I was on my feet. It was my understanding that
I had the opportunity to ask that question. I do have an
important matter about Hamilton’s Baimbridge College
which I would like to ask, and therefore I ask for leave
to ask my constituency question.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — First of
all, the member for Melton was on his feet first. I do
note that you were on your feet, but the member for
Melton was on his feet first. If the member for Lowan
would like to seek leave from the government, then I
suggest she ask the government for that leave.
Ms Kealy — I did seek leave that I could ask a
constituency question.

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (11:45) —
(14 840) My constituency question is for the Minister
for Education and concerns Berwick College. I ask:
what is the current status of Berwick College’s new
mental health and wellbeing centre? The $1.3 million
centre, when constructed, will be part of a centrally
located life skills precinct that both students and the
wider school community can use. The new facility will
allow students, staff and members of the community to
seek treatment for mental health and wellbeing issues.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Is leave
granted?

Berwick College will use the facility to address issues
that face both their students and the wider Berwick
community, including social cohesion and the
development of respectful relationships. The school has
needed a health centre like this for a very long time, and
I am very glad we are getting on to deliver this facility.

Lowan electorate

Mr Katos — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
just now the member for Melton missed his call on the
constituency question. The call is to the opposition side
of the house, and what should have happened was that
the member for Lowan should have had the last

Mr Wynne — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is an odd circumstance that we do find
ourselves in here. Acting Speaker, you have ruled in
this particular matter that the member for Melton was
on his feet, but in the spirit with which we hope we will
manage the house today the government is happy to
provide that opportunity.

Ms KEALY (Lowan) (11:48) — (14 841) Thank
you very, very much. I do appreciate the opportunity to
be able to ask the Minister for Education about vital
funding to upgrade Baimbridge College in Hamilton.
Hamilton’s Baimbridge College has been fighting for
funding for the past four years. I have joined them in
their campaign. We do hear a lot from the government
claiming that this is the Education State, but we simply
have not seen those capital funds invested to support
our rural kids to get the best possible start to life. I put
my question to the Minister for Education: when will
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the government commit vital funding to upgrade
Hamilton’s Baimbridge College?

BUILDING AMENDMENT
(REGISTRATION OF BUILDING TRADES
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (11:48) — I will continue
where I left off before question time. I have already
referred to two parts of the bill, but I will go on with the
registration and licensing. Some of the particular issues
for the industry are around ensuring that the structure of
this going forward will support what it is trying to
achieve — that is, better quality, as has been put to us,
from this bill and within the industry and ensuring that
there are penalties et cetera in place for people who do
not comply. The bill is basically a framework with a
‘Trust me, we’ll do it later’ attitude and mentality,
which is something we have raised concerns about.
As I said, I have spoken regularly with organisations,
the Housing Industry Association (HIA) and the Master
Builders Association of Victoria in particular, in
relation to the implementation of this. I would say that
the HIA have probably raised the most concerns, and
they have raised the most concerns around the licensing
in particular. They have a concern about the benefits of
the licensing and how that will affect building sites,
particularly smaller builders around the state, a lot of
whom are their clients. They have said:
In this regard, the need for licensing of any particular trade
activity should be assessed against the risk involved. If
licensing is justified according to risk, an important task is to
identify those risks that require regulation.

That is why they have said very strongly that they
would have much preferred the regulatory impact
statement be done prior to the bill coming before the
house. They have outlined a lot of detail around it. They
have put in a submission in relation to the Building
Amendment (Registration of Building Trades and
Other Matters) Bill 2018. They write:
HIA’s policy position supports licensing and registration of
some types of building practitioners when a clear case can be
made to support this … HIA’s national policy —

of which they have given us a copy —
… supports licensing/registration of builders undertaking
building work and of trade contractors undertaking high-risk
work such as electrical, plumbing or gasfitting work.

Wednesday, 22 August 2018

We already know that in Victoria and other states
electricians, plumbers and gasfitters are licensed and
registered as we speak, so that is already being done.
We have got around about 2000 people in total
registered for building in Victoria, but we have also got
our electricians, plumbers and gasfitters.
During the discussions with the master builders and the
HIA we heard what I would say would be a fair
position to take, and I am happy to raise it with the
minister. I have indicated that I will be raising it with
him separately, and the minister has indicated we can
have an open discussion around that. It is specifically
around which trades we should be concentrating on in
this bill rather than having open slather. At the moment
the bill allows for any trade to be registered — any
licensing of any employee — and that is where
questions are being asked about how that will work
going forward. In discussions we heard that
organisations, although some do not like the bill, are
quite happy with it and would be quite supportive of it
if there were amendments in there specifically around
which trades firstly would be assessed in the regulatory
impact statement and if the bill were to look at the
trades basically working with the structure of a
building — trades like concreters. Obviously we know
that concreters are exceptionally important, and the
work they do effectively holds up the buildings that we
live in, whether in the city or out of the city — it does
not matter how big they are. Concreters do get
concerned about some of those things.
The master builders have commented on some of the
trades that they would like to see registered, one of
which is bricklaying. Part of the reason to include
bricklaying is that bricklaying-related disputes in 2015–
16 cost businesses up to $600 000. There were 20 jobs
disputed in Victoria in the period 2014–15, and these
disputes each cost between $1000 and $30 000, with
95 per cent of these caused by poor workmanship. So it
is important that we have bricklayers as one of the
trades registered.
It does not matter where I go in Victoria to speak to a
builder or a consumer in the building industry, one
thing that comes up probably more often than most
when looking at complaints, even through the Victorian
Building Authority complaints process, is
waterproofing. Again in the 2014–15 financial year a
company reported a total of 170 disputes relating to
waterproofing which cost an average of $4250 per
dispute. There are no consequences for waterproofers,
so I think it is important that that be another area that
definitely gets looked into.
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I mentioned framing before, because I mentioned the
article by Cameron Arthur. When you are talking about
framing, it is very, very important. Any issues that are
found later on in the framing of a building can affect so
many other parts of the structure of the property. A
medium-sized building company that works across
WA, South Australia and Victoria reported 28 framing
disputes in the 2014–15 financial year, the cost was
around $420 000 and it was attributed to poor
workmanship. The master builders and the HIA are
saying that if we are going to have new legislation
come in, rather than having something that is so
open-ended, let us make sure we target it to where it is
required and ensure it is just around trade registrations.
We would like to see trade registration going forward
from that. So the main trades we think should require
registration going forward are bricklaying,
waterproofing, plastering and framing. They are
probably the main areas that we think should be looked
at and scrutinised.
When we talk about registration, there are a lot of
comparisons when talking about Victoria as opposed to
other states, particularly New South Wales and
Queensland, where you have got the domestic builders
licences and registered trades. At the moment with
mandatory registration in New South Wales there are
40 000 registered tradespeople and in Queensland there
are 46 000. Believe it or not, in Victoria we only have
2000. Obviously we have got a lot of workers out there
and we have got a lot of people employed out there, but
we have only got 2000 that are registered according to
the figures we have got there.
On the next side of it we are going through the
licensing, and probably why I do not have much faith in
the licensing side of it and it being open-ended is that
we need to have people who are running their
businesses, like bricklayers, taking some responsibility
for who they are employing and who they are having
on their sites. After the discussions around what was
happening on the sites, I think this is important. A
builder at the moment is responsible for everyone, so
putting the onus back onto framers, bricklayers,
plasterers et cetera to make sure they have got qualified
people working for them, I think, is the better outcome
to ensure they can move their staff around and move
them on and they have security in who is working on
their sites. And if they have unskilled labourers helping
out in any part of the role, then they should not need to
be licensed; they should be able to work under a person
who is a registered builder in there.
The bill before the house, as I said, raises many
concerns. The Housing Industry Association (HIA)
have some concerns particularly around how it is going
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to operate, and I know they would like to have the
minister answer questions on how it is going to be
operated, who is going to be implementing it and how
the Victorian Building Authority (VBA) are going to
implement the registration licensing system. If we have
a system — even though there will be a clause allowing
a four or five-year period where people can come onto
the register at a later date — put in place up-front and
going over that period of time, the VBA do not have the
resources to currently keep up with what they are trying
to do. That is an admission. The VBA have said that
they have got some issues in there and, yes, they are
trying to look at ways they can have structural change,
so it probably emphasises that it is not the right time to
be going to the VBA now and saying we are going to
increase registered tradespeople from 2000 to possibly
46 000 in Victoria.
But what we do understand is that, at the end of the day,
the focus has to be on the consumer. The consumer has
to have faith in who is working on their site, and the
best way to ensure they have got that faith, in my view,
is to ensure that the structural trades are registered. But
as I said, we do not support the licensing in there.
Over the next couple of weeks, as I said — I thank the
minister — we will be having some discussions around
some of the opportunities and options going forward
from there, and we will continue discussions with the
HIA and Master Builders. But as I said at the start, the
position on this side of the house is that we would much
prefer the bill to be split as per the notice of motion on
the notice paper today so we can have the bill put
through with the registration of trades being properly
debated and with a proper discussion around the
regulatory impact statement. Taking that aside —
Ms Halfpenny interjected.
Mr BATTIN — Fair dinkum, are you kidding me?
After we have had such a very good debate in here, we
get a comment from the member for Thomastown
which is just so out of line. Unbelievable.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) —
Member for Gembrook, you do not need to take up the
interjection. Please continue.
Mr BATTIN — I am happy to work with the
minister — happy to talk about the discussion on this to
ensure we are protecting consumers — but I will let
you know, 100 per cent, that if the member for
Thomastown is involved in those discussions at all,
those discussions will be well and truly out, because we
are actually looking at the best outcome for consumers
which would ensure a safe workplace for the workers,
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which would ensure that employers in the building
industry who are registered would be required to have a
safe workplace for their staff and which would ensure
the best outcomes for safety and quality of
workmanship in Victoria.
On a final note, on the last two parts of the bill — and
the reason we want it separated, as I said at the start —
the pool regulations and the cladding regulations need to
obviously go through Parliament and to go through as
quickly as possible, particularly the cladding provisions
for the communities and families in Victoria who will
be facing some challenges going forward with that
cladding, and not because of their own doing or their
own mistakes. I think that whenever this legislation can
get through it will support those people. It will put a bit
of confidence back into the insurance industry as well,
who are struggling in so many areas of what is
happening with cladding in Victoria, with building
indemnity insurance and with building surveyors. So we
would be supporting that part of the bill if it was
separate, but as one it will be not opposed and we will
put forward some amendments in the upper house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (11:59) — This
bill aims to save lives. That is the most critical point,
that is where it starts from and, if you have a look, that
is the intent all the way through. It addresses concerns
about cladding that led to that terrible tragedy where
72 people were killed in the Grenfell fire. Anyone who
saw that news vision will remember how that turned
into a towering inferno and the trauma that caused. So
the Andrews Labor government is taking action to
prevent the use of combustible cladding on Victorian
buildings as part of the most significant overhaul of the
building sector in decades, and I want to commend
the Minister for Planning at the table and the Minister
for Small Business in the other house for bringing
forward this bill and for looking at it in such a
comprehensive way.
I also just want to point out some of the other
propositions. The bill will also improve compliance for
swimming pool and spa barriers and the standards
required to improve safety there. We all know how
difficult this can prove and how unfortunately fatal the
consequences can be. It takes a second for a child to be
killed in a swimming pool tragedy, and we have seen
enough of that over time, so that is another good
reform.
I also want to go to another point. The bill provides
important reforms to try to cover off one specific thing
that I think the opposition may have missed on why we
should not split this bill. I have had a briefing from the
Minister for Planning, and he put it succinctly. There is
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no guarantee today that on any CBD site the workers
are qualified to do the work, and that has to be fixed. It
is a matter of urgency. What this will do is improve
public safety and improve occupational health and
safety, so that is why this bill should not be split and
that is why it should go as it stands.
Before addressing some of the detail, I would like to
look at the context so it is understood why it has come
to the house in the way that it has, and the first
proposition to understand is that the registration of
trades brings Victoria more into line with New South
Wales and Queensland, which require subcontractors to
be registered in certain circumstances. The swimming
pool and spa measures respond to recommendations of
the Coroners Court and key stakeholders, and it is
worth noting that these include Life Saving Victoria
and Kidsafe Victoria, who are concerned with toddler
safety around swimming pools.
Disciplinary measures relating to breach of dispute
resolution order (DRO) notices and fit and proper
persons are consistent with the original policy intent
that discipline should support compliance with DROs
by builders and that a registered building practitioner
should always be a fit and proper person, not just at the
point of registration. So there is a better compliance
regime, there is better scrutiny and that will deliver
greater safety.
On the cladding-related measures, new grounds for
immediate suspension implement some
recommendations of the Victorian Cladding Taskforce.
Again, it is significant to get that right. There is better
scrutiny there, and that will also enhance public safety.
The provisions to create a mandatory continuing
professional development scheme for plumbers brings
plumbers into line with builders. That is why I am
saying this bill should go through as it is. We should
not hive off a part of it and lose the overall value of
the package.
To go to some of the detail on this, the bill introduces
the capacity for the Minister for Planning to prohibit the
use of high-risk external wall cladding products in the
construction of a building through a declaration. This is
important because the minister must be satisfied that the
external wall cladding product is causing or will be
likely to cause the risk of death or serious injury to the
building occupants or a member of the public or that
there is a risk of severe property damage. This is better
for safety, better for property and better for our city,
particularly as we move toward a metropolis. It is
important and timely.
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The bill also provides the Minister for Planning with
the power to issue ministerial directions to municipal
building surveyors (MBSs) or private building
surveyors (PBSs) related to their functions under the
Building Act 1993 or the regulations. They must follow
this ministerial direction, rather than just have regard to
it. That is an important change. Again, this is
toughening the compliance regime. This is required to
make sure that it is not inconsistent with the Building
Act or regulations.
On timing, the bill halves from 14 days to seven days
the time required for the Victorian Building Authority
(VBA) to provide prior notice to an MBS of its
intention to issue a direction. Again, there is tougher
compliance. It also provides that the VBA may be
exempted from the notice period if the VBA believes
on reasonable grounds that a high-risk external wall
cladding product has been used in connection with
building work relating to a function of that surveyor.
Destructive testing powers are important. The bill
provides that authorised persons can destructively test
any building product or material that has been
examined, seized or sampled if the authorised person
suspects on reasonable grounds that the building
product or material relates to a contravention of the act
or the regulations. The bill also enacts provisions to
require an owner of a building or a builder to arrange
for destructive testing of a specified building product or
material used in the building and to provide the results
of the destructive testing to the municipal building
surveyor or another person authorised by the relevant
building surveyor if the municipal building surveyor
reasonably believes that the use of the building product
or material is connected with a contravention of the act
or the regulations.
There is also further clarification on how building
notices can be issued. The bill clarifies that a PBS,
when acting as a relevant building surveyor, can
continue to issue building notices and orders after the
issuing of an occupancy permit. The Minister for
Planning can specify a class of buildings for which the
VBA can act as municipal building surveyor. It is
important that the minister will have direct powers to
act. The time for implementation of key
recommendations has been halved. It is a tougher
regime but one that is based on public safety. Cladding
rectification agreements can be voluntarily entered into
by a council, a lender, an owner or an owners
corporation as a low-cost financing option to address
the non-compliant cladding of their buildings.
That is a comprehensive suite of reforms that will
hopefully address the issue so that we in Victoria do not
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ever see what happened in England happening here. I
think this is important, and I want to acknowledge the
work that has gone into this. The consultation has been
thorough. The bill as a whole has been the subject of
consultation with the Master Builders Association of
Victoria, the Housing Industry Association, the
Australian Institute of Building Surveyors and the
Victorian Municipal Building Surveyors Group. The
trade registration employee licensing measures have
been the subject of consultation with the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union. The swimming
pool and spa measures have been the subject of
consultation with Life Saving Victoria, the Swimming
Pool and Spa Association of Victoria, Kidsafe Victoria,
Landscaping Victoria and the Real Estate Institute of
Victoria. So there has been a huge level of scrutiny and
accountability to get this compliance regime right.
The cladding-related measures have also been the
subject of consultation with the local government
sector. Six local council CEOs were consulted. They
were the CEOs of the City of Melbourne — obviously
the most significant in the state — and of the cities of
Boroondara, Dandenong, Stonnington, Yarra and
Monash. The umbrella group, the Municipal
Association of Victoria, as the leader of the rest of the
councils throughout the state, was also consulted.
Just to reiterate in summing up, this is a bill that should
go through as is. It should not be split. The public
interest is clear, the community safety issue is clear and
the safety for workers is required. I just leave with the
thought again, as the minister briefed me, that today in
the CBD there is no guarantee on any of those sites that
the workers who are there are qualified to do the work.
That has to be fixed, and that is what this bill does. I
commend this bill to the house. It should pass as one
piece of legislation because it is necessary, it is required
and it is urgent.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (12:09) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Building Amendment (Registration
of Building Trades and Other Matters) Bill 2018. This
bill is about building industry licensing, cladding and
pools. The bill provides a number of ways to deliver
outcomes. It makes it an offence for a person to carry
out certain types of building work without being
registered or licensed. It provides for the provisional
registration of certain builders who carry out certain
building work and introduces related offences. It
provides a licensing scheme for building employees
who carry out certain building work and introduces
related offences. In the cladding area, it makes
provision in relation to certain wall cladding products.
It amends the Local Government Act 1989 to provide
for councils to enter into agreements to rectify cladding
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on buildings and to provide for councils to declare and
levy charges to fund such rectification. It provides
further regulations for swimming pools and spas.
To begin with cladding, we all know — and we have
talked about this post the Grenfell fire — that cladding
has become a serious safety issue. In the cladding
product regulation, the bill gives the Minister for
Planning the power to declare a ban on the use of a
combustible external wall cladding product. The
provision has been made in response to the Victorian
Cladding Taskforce’s interim report, which
recommended priority measures to prevent the use of
aluminium composite panels with a polyethylene core,
as agreed at the Building Ministers Forum, and
expanded polystyrene cladding for class 2, 3 or
9 buildings of two or more storeys and class 5, 6, 7 or
8 buildings of three or more storeys. The bill provides
for cladding rectification agreements to allow building
owners and owners corporations to access low-cost
finance to fund cladding works and allow for long-term
costs to be borne over time.
We know how this came about, and that was very much
from the Grenfell fire tragedy in which 72 lives were
lost. It is necessary that lessons be learned from that.
This will allow people to rectify over time and pay off
the cost of that rectification through their local
government rates. This is useful, although I am sure
local governments will have a little to say about
administrative costs of this scheme as they endeavour
to try and claim some benefit out of this. I wish them
good luck with that.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr CRISP — Good. The minister tells me they are
supportive and they have not put their hands out. It is a
relief to hear that.
Now we move to pool fencing. Certainly we know that
from time to time tragedies occur and that it is
necessary to endeavour to make things as safe as
possible. Pools are extremely popular in and around
Mildura because it is very warm. Swimming in the river
is also very popular, and it is a major recreational
resource for my community. However, this legislation
looks at various ways to ensure that pools are safe, and
it comes about by having local government involved in
the regulation of pools and spas. The bill requires
councils to keep and maintain a swimming pool register
that is consistent with regulations in the Building Act
1993, creates a new category of registered swimming
pool inspector and provides a framework to require
owners to undertake mandatory periodic
self-assessment of pool barrier compliance and
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independent assessment of pool barrier compliance. I
welcome that you can have a framework through which
owners undertake mandatory self-assessment of pool
barriers but also that there is a swimming pool
inspector, a role that I am sure local governments will
work into their existing workforce.
The final part of the bill is to do with building trades
industry licensing. I think, right up-front, that tradies in
general do not want dodgy people out there doing
building works. However, they also do not want to be
overburdened with regulation. So it is a balancing act.
Particularly in Mildura there are trade shortages. The
building industry in Mildura is going well at the
moment. There is demand for all types of tradies in the
building industry, but there are shortages. Those
shortages are showing up in many ways but particularly
if people have minor works that need to be done,
because most of the building industry is very much
involved in building new houses and in other
commercial and industrial building projects in and
around Mildura.
This is good for our economy, but we also want to make
sure that we do not scare any potential people out of
trades in the building industry. In particular, Mildura has
had a long and proud history of being very strong with
tradies. Tradies are a significant part of our local
economy, but they are reporting to me about shortages,
particularly of young people wanting to enter trades, and
also the issue of people leaving trades. We need to be
aware of the reasons for this, and there are many. One is
the issue of burdensome regulation — paperwork,
reporting and all the other red-tape issues that go with it.
Our job here in Parliament is to ensure that people are
protected but also to strike a balance so that we are not
overburdening tradies, which in turn causes them to be
less interested in what they are doing and pursue other
careers, or in fact to become very expensive because
they are having to load up their costs.
In dealing with this issue, of particular concern is how
the regulatory impact statement (RIS) will be
implemented. It is irregular to pass a bill to enact this
sort of compliance and licensing activity without
creating a regulatory impact statement. The key
problem with the bill is that it does not contain the
specific regulations that the government will create.
These will be determined by a retrospective RIS. It is
highly irregular for a RIS to be conducted after the
passage of a bill. The government effectively wants the
bill to pass now and decide what is in it later. Key
issues relating to licensing and registration, such as the
bill’s effect on the relationship between head
contractors and subcontractors and the issue of
insurance for tradesmen who do not work directly for a
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customer, cannot be debated because the details of the
regulations will not be known until years after the bill is
passed. This creates some uncertainty for people who
are developing their trade businesses.
Another major issue is licensing. While a number of
industry stakeholders are supportive of registration,
there have not been calls for compulsory licensing from
the industry. The only organisation that has supported it
publicly is the CFMEU. When this is considered along
with the lack of regulatory detail to date, particularly
until the RIS, it is possible that the government is
planning to implement a scheme heavily favourable to
unions, which will be a cost to non-union workers and
consumers. Again this would build in complexity.
There are considerable concerns around how this
legislation will be implemented. I know that there is
time for that to occur. It is something that will take
place from 2020 and move through some years after
that, but how the regulatory impact statement will work
with the legislation is one of the concerns that has been
raised by tradies who have discussed this with me.
Again I think they are mostly concerned about red tape
and paperwork and the influence that has on their
industry and their ability to meet the needs of a
developing economy such as Mildura.
Having raised those concerns and made those
comments, we will watch very carefully how this bill
works its way through the building industry.
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) (12:19) — It is indeed
a privilege to speak today and make a contribution on
the Building Amendment (Registration of Building
Trades and Other Matters) Bill 2018. I want to start by
addressing some of the points raised by the members
opposite to support their contention that this bill should
be split, hiving off the registration of trades component.
I am delighted and very pleased that the minister
responsible for this legislation, who is at the table, has
indicated that the government has no interest in slicing
this bill in two. He has shown that same passion in the
development of this bill. He sits at the table now,
feeling every step of its passage because at its heart,
members of this house, this bill is about safety.
The lead shadow minister, the member for Gembrook,
spoke at length at the table about safety in other areas,
and then in support of his contention he spoke about not
wanting to send shock waves through the industry.
Members of this house, I will tell you what sends shock
waves through an industry, what sends shock waves
through a community, what sends shock waves through
a workplace and what sends shock waves through a
family: it is when their loved one does not come home
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from work. It is when their loved one receives an
acquired brain injury because of dodgy practices on a
building site. It is when a loved one loses a limb or
loses their eyesight and loses their capacity to work.
That is what sends shock waves through an industry.
What burdens people with red tape and extra
registration in those families is how on earth they are
going to put food on the kids’ table and how they are
going to navigate the WorkCover system because they
cannot work again. That is red tape, that is
overburdening and that is a shock wave.
Mr Wynne — You know it better than anybody.
Ms GARRETT — I do indeed. The fact is,
members of the house, that anyone in this chamber
right now is qualified to do work on a high-rise building
in the CBD. I think the Minister for Planning has many
qualities, but pouring millions of tonnes of concrete on
a high-rise building site is not one of them. Again, the
member for Mordialloc has many great qualities. He is
a wonderful advocate for his community. Do we want
him running around a building site looking at pylons
and making sure people do not fall off? Hell no. People
speak really strongly and compassionately, as they
should, about the horror of toddlers drowning in pools,
the horror of what happened in London with the
cladding and the terror for consumers fearing for their
lives. That same compassion and that same humanity
must be brought to people — the thousands upon
thousands of Victorians — who work in our building
industry to create the fastest growing city in Australia.
I am going to tell a personal story about this, and I want
to pay tribute to the assistant secretary of the CFMEU,
Shaun Reardon, who is in the chamber today, because it
has been his life’s work to have this legislation become
reality for these very reasons. Shaun and I were
catching up last week on various matters, political and
otherwise, as we often do. As also often happens, a call
came through to Shaun. This was a call from an
organiser who was with the family of that horrific
accident last week in which a 35-year-old father of two
young children lost his life in a trench fall.
I have been with Shaun on many occasions when calls
like that come through about deaths or serious injuries.
I hear how he gives pastoral care to the organiser and
works out how they are going to arrange for the funeral
for the family, what assistance the family needs
immediately and what investigation needs to take place
because of the death to prevent further issues. These are
terrible, horrific, horrendous tragedies involving good,
decent people just wanting to go to work and come
home. These are vibrant members of workplaces and
vibrant members of communities being ripped away
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from their families and ripped away from their
workmates.

sorts of risks that come when you are not properly
qualified and are not registered.

As it stands, any one of us could do work on a high-rise
building. Plumbers need to be registered to hook up the
toilets in these buildings and electricians need to be
registered to lay the cables, but we have, for example,
carpenters who are responsible for literally navigating
the pouring of millions and millions of tonnes of
concrete who need no regulation or registration at all.
There is no accountability for those standards, and while
at its heart that means workers do die at a horrendous
rate on our building sites and are maimed at a
horrendous rate on our building sites for the quality of
the products that are then later to be enjoyed by our
consumers, again, where is the overarching assurance?
To allow simply the bloke or the woman who is at the
top of the tree to be registered is the same as the analogy
of saying, ‘Hey, the boss has a drivers licence, none of
us need to worry about it, we can use that whether or not
we can drive or what state we are driving in’. That is
what this legislation is addressing, and it is bringing the
registration of our trades into line with what we already
demand of our plumbers and our electricians.

It is fascinating in terms of the unprecedented building
works by the Andrews Labor government. I think we
can all say that this government will be known and
history will remember it for decades to come as one
that built things, lots of things, for the fastest growing
state in Australia.

I am incredibly proud of the work of the union in
fighting for this over decades, and I am incredibly
proud of this government and this minister that have
brought in this legislation. Yes, there will be a process
where a regulatory impact statement is developed, but
we need the framework for that to be done. We need to
say as a house and as a government — all members of
this house —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Ms GARRETT — Exactly — that we have a
framework and we have a commitment to cleaning this
up, to standing with workers and their families, to
standing with consumers and to saying this is not good
enough. What we have at the moment is simply not
good enough.
When we talk about what the bill provides, it is a fair
bill in terms of giving people plenty of time to adjust to
this new regime. There are provisional arrangements
that will be in place. The regulatory impact process will
be rigorous and thorough. There has already been
extensive consultation with industry groups, obviously
with the union and with individuals to get us to this
point, and that will only continue to make sure that we
are not going to have some sort of explosion where the
whole industry is turned upside down overnight. That is
precisely what the bill ensures will not happen. What
the bill says is that there is a line in the sand. We cannot
continue to expose our workers and our public to the

The building of things has come with the same passion
and responsibility that the Minister for Planning has
shown, and with ironclad commitments around local
procurement and around apprentices — making sure
that we are training our young Victorians and giving
them proper qualifications so that they have a lifelong
skill and a lifelong trade. This means they are
delivering quality work for Victorians and, most
importantly, that they are in a system which gives them
the best chance to go home safely. Dozens and dozens
and dozens of construction workers die each year on
building sites and incalculable numbers are injured
horrifically. This is a huge step forward in protecting
them and in protecting the community.
I would just touch briefly on the other parts of the bill
because they are very critically important as well. The
swimming pool issue — again, what a tragedy to have a
child ripped from your arms and the horror of a lapse in
concentration condemning your kid to death. There is
never going to be a perfect system which will stop all of
these things happening, but this goes a long way in
terms of looking after our little kids in their backyards.
The cladding issue — again, I commend the minister at
the table, the Minister for Planning. It is really
complicated to navigate this issue, which is a product
really of not having proper qualifications for the people
who are doing these buildings, might I say. This is
where all these things intersect. But to navigate it, to
have a way forward and a system is to be commended.
I really do commend this bill to the house. I am glad it
will not be split. This bill will save lots of lives.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (12:29) — I rise to
speak —
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — Yes, a tough act to follow. I admit,
I have not worked on a building site so I cannot admit
to that. I have done some work for the Victorian
Building Authority so I had to get a crash course on the
various licences and what not, but that is the extent of
my experience in the building industry.
I rise to speak on the Building Amendment
(Registration of Building Trades and Other Matters)
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Bill 2018. This bill does a range of things. It sets out a
framework that covers regulations for the building
industry and amends some powers of the Minister for
Planning and the planning process. Within the building
industry, it is targeted at improving safety and
compliance by prescribing requisite skills and
experience for particular types of building works. It
covers some residential swimming pool regulation,
work that I understand has come out of the coroner’s
recommendations after toddler pool deaths, as well as
changes for surveyors and local council registers.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — There are some things in life that
are even more annoying than pigeons, the member for
Essendon of course being one of them. He is, I think,
commonly known as a pest.
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It has been a failure of regulation and we think the
responsibility should lie with the government and not
be lumped on home owners.
I have spoken with home owners, and there is a
significant cost involved in rectifying some of these
issues — tens of thousands of dollars — to make their
homes safe. If they do not, not only do they continue to
live in danger, they potentially face eviction should
they be given a non-compliant notice. There are huge
outlays. If you are looking to hold someone else
responsible through legal means, it is very complex
and it is very difficult. Individuals simply do not have
the capacity to do so. That should sit with the state.
That is why the Greens called for a cladding safety
fund to be established, which would cover the up-front
costs of remediation and then it would be the
government that would seek to recoup those costs from
those responsible.

I will focus on the issue of combustible cladding on
buildings, which of course has been an absolute fiasco
not just here in Melbourne but also worldwide. This has
been a significant and ongoing problem, particularly I
might add in the Prahran electorate. We have had a
number of tenants and a number of owners come and
visit me. I have gone out to their homes and discussed
some of the real issues that they have had since their
cladding has been found to be non-compliant. This has
been a serious problem and has been a failure of
government and a failure of regulation. I would point to
it going way back when building surveyors were
privatised and it was no longer mandated that it was
solely a function of local governments. It was
essentially privatised, and really it is a symptom of
privatisation. When you privatise what should be an
essential public service, you see standards drop and we
now have a crisis on our hands in terms of combustible
cladding on many buildings.

People have bought their homes in good faith. They
have invested in homes and apartments. People are
renting, living in places in good faith only to find that
their homes are clad with flammable material. The
responsibility for that should not lie with the individual.
This has been a systemic failure and the responsibility
should lie with government. We saw the fire in the
Grenfell Tower in London — granted, Grenfell is a
very extreme case; it not only had flammable cladding
but I think it had no other fire prevention systems in
it — and in the Lacrosse building in Melbourne. These
are really significant issues and have caused
governments here in Victoria and of course around the
world to look at addressing these issues. Certainly the
Greens will be supporting this legislation to help make
buildings safer. But we believe this has been a systemic
failure and the cost should be borne by the government,
not by individuals.

This bill seeks to address that issue, giving the Minister
for Planning the authority to ban high-risk cladding
products. It amends the Local Government Act 1989 to
provide low-cost financing options for owners
corporations or individuals who want to or need to
undertake cladding works through cladding
rectification agreements. I understand these are
long-term, low-interest loans paid through a council. I
think it is a good step. It certainly addresses the matter
by banning this material on new builds and allowing
for owners and owners corporations to address these
materials and have improvements made to their
buildings. But we do think the response to the cladding
issue should go further, more than just a long-term
loan. We believe the government should have actually
started a fund to address these issues and pay for the
work up-front. This has been a failure of government.

Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (12:35) — I am a bit
surprised to be getting up quite so soon, given that the
Greens party did have 20 minutes and managed to
spend about 6 minutes on this bill. I am very pleased to
speak on this bill because it is such a significant bill. I
note that the Minister for Planning was in the house
before for many of the contributions in regard to this
bill and I commend him for his great work in bringing
this bill forward. This is a rather complex bill in that it
deals with a number of issues, as other speakers have
said. As the member for Brunswick said, safety is at the
heart of these issues, but at the heart is also recognising
that people make investments in construction and they
want to ensure that the construction — whether it is a
private home, whether it is a major office building or
whether it is a residential complex — is going to be
safe and is going to last as it should. Those people who
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committed the funding for that asset need to know that
it is going to continue to maintain its value as an asset.
What does this bill do? It does a range of things. As we
know, it works to ensure that all the people who work
in the building industry are going to be appropriately
trained and have the appropriate registration to ensure
that they are fit and proper people and have the
appropriate skill levels to be able to undertake the work
on those building sites, wherever they are. And to back
that up, clearly we have needed to work on the
disciplinary provisions in the Building Act 1993 to
ensure that if people do the wrong thing, if people are
working on a site without the appropriate registration
and without the appropriate skills, then there is a
disciplinary procedure to follow, and if need be it acts as
a significant deterrent to people doing the wrong thing.
The next section of the bill relates to swimming pools
and spas, and we know that there have been so many
tragedies over the years in regard to pools and spas. We
know that the government has enacted legislation to
ensure that the appropriate fencing now goes around
pools and spas, with appropriate gates and with
appropriate locks on those gates to make them child
safe. But we also know that there has not been an
appropriate regime in place from councils to check on
these and to establish a process whereby we know
where swimming pools are and so on. So this bill also
works to ensure that there is going to be the appropriate
regulation in place to ensure that the laws in regard to
swimming pools are adhered to before we find another
tragedy has taken place because people did not have the
right lock on their gate or it was faulty or the fencing
was not up to the required standard.
We are also looking at training to ensure that it is
encouraged, particularly in regard to professional
development scheme for plumbers, and I think that is
terrific. It recognises that this government supports
training people in trades and is rebuilding our TAFEs,
which has been so necessary. We want to ensure that all
people who work on building sites are encouraged to do
so but are encouraged to have the right training ahead
of time and to continue to review training as needed.
We also know that this bill covers that very vexed issue
that came to light some years ago here in Docklands but
more seriously in London. We know there are a lot of
new building materials that are being used in our
buildings these days. Some of them are fantastic. They
are saving money and improving opportunities in
construction, but we know that some of the cladding, in
particular, that has been used is highly dangerous. It
might save costs and it might make a building look
good in a makeover, but it is highly dangerous. So this
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bill has followed on from the extensive work that has
been done in reviewing the building products that are
being used on our construction projects around the state
in light of what happened in London in particular,
because we do not want to see that kind of tragedy
happening in this state.
We need to understand what building products are out
there and then what the remedy might be. Clearly it is a
matter of banning products that we know to be
dangerous, but given that we know that there are so
many buildings already out there that have some of
these unsafe cladding products on their fascias, we need
to put in place a system where there is an opportunity
for rectification of that, recognising that there is a
significant cost involved in removing that faulty or
dangerous material and putting something safer in place.
This legislation also changes the Local Government
Act 1989 to provide for low-cost finance options for
individual lot holders and building corporations that are
wanting to remove dangerous cladding from their
structures to ensure their safety. So they are the key
features of the bill.
The member for Brunswick spoke very passionately
about the need to ensure that anybody who works on a
building site is going to be afforded appropriate safety
support. This legislation does that in so many ways by
requiring appropriate registration and requiring
everybody who goes onto a building site to understand
their responsibilities to have the right skills and to
ensure that every worker who goes onto a building site
comes home safely. This bill goes further down the
path of trying to ensure the safety of all building
workers, whether they be on large sites or small sites,
but it also ensures the safety of those constructions for
those who happen to work in those buildings or live in
those buildings in years to come and that those who
have invested in the buildings will be assured that their
investment is a sound and safe investment, as it ought
to be.
On the issue of swimming pools, as we know there are
many swimming pools across our electorates that give
people great pleasure, especially in the summer. There
are not quite so many in Ballarat as there are in other
places, but there are still a number across my electorate.
We need to make sure that we not only have the right
regulations in place but that we have the right system for
checking that those swimming pools and those spas are
safe, are up to scratch and are going to be safe
throughout the life of that product. That is one of the key
things when people have a pool or a spa constructed in
their backyard — not only do they have the right
fencing in place when they start using that pool or spa
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but they keep it maintained to the appropriate standard.
We hear in so many of those circumstances when things
go wrong that it is not that the pool or spa did not have
the fencing, it is that it was not properly maintained, that
they did not check that there were not obstacles or things
around the edge of the fence that made it easy for young
children to get over the fence or more particularly that
the gates were not properly maintained, and we had
those tragedies occur.
I want to again commend the planning minister for the
work that he has done in bringing about this legislation
and commend all of those in his department who have
done that review work. They have looked at the
cladding material around the state and at where there are
problems with the existing legislation and addressed that
through this legislation. As we see, it is a very complex
bill because it does a number of things: it focuses on a
number of areas, not just construction; it looks at pools;
and it looks at those cladding materials that have been
highlighted as being dangerous in recent times.
I am really pleased that we have moved forward with
this legislation. It is great to see a good government
going forward with good legislation that looks at the
safety of workers, looks at the safety of families, looks
at the safety of all people in any construction site and
enacts the right legislation that looks at where any
pitfalls might be within the existing situation that need
to be addressed, and that is exactly what this bill does. I
certainly commend this bill to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (12:45) — I also
rise to speak in support of the Building Amendment
(Registration of Building Trades and Other Matters)
Bill 2018. I think as members of this house know, we
are here almost every second week throughout the year
debating legislation of all sorts, but there is sometimes
really special legislation that does have an incredible
effect on people’s lives. To me, this bill is legislation of
that sort and of that magnitude. This is about safety. It
is about protecting people, whether they be consumers,
members of the general public or workers. I am very
proud to be up here as a member of the Labor Party and
a member of the Andrews Labor government when this
sort of legislation is being debated. We hope it will be
passed in the upper house as well so that people can be
protected as soon as possible and it is not left to
flounder and delay in the Legislative Council.
There are three primary parts of this legislation. One is,
as other speakers have spoken about, the increasing
protection for what sort of safety compliance there
needs to be around home swimming pools, because we
know there are far too many drownings in home
swimming pools. This is about making sure again that
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there is further safety, particularly around children
falling into home swimming pools and drowning.
There is also the other aspect around the cladding of
buildings and the problem of inappropriate cladding
that is causing massive fire risks and other dangers.
This legislation goes both to the remediation of existing
cladding that is known to be very hazardous and needs
to be removed and also to the powers into the future,
such as ministerial powers that will prevent really
hazardous and dangerous cladding being able to be
used in the future.
The one I really want to highlight is the registration and
qualification of workers that are doing work such as
cladding work. We can see that this is learning from
mistakes. We talk about the past when there was the
global financial crisis (GFC) and how the federal Labor
government did so much great work to avoid many of
the consequences of the GFC falling on people living in
Australia — consequences such as massive
unemployment and failure of the banks — and one of
the issues that they looked at was the insulation of
houses. The opposition often carries on and says what a
joke and how dangerous it was and everything else, but
that was actually because there was a lack of
qualifications and skills amongst the companies that
were employing workers and forcing them to do this
work in unsafe manners. So it makes me really sick
when we talk about the opposition wanting to split the
bill and talk about the qualifications stuff when these
are the things that do save lives and do ensure that
people are protected and safe, because you need to have
appropriately qualified and trained workers to do the
work. They need to be qualified and trained so that they
are protecting themselves as well as protecting the
public and the consumers for whom they are doing the
work. This legislation, as I said, is really important
legislation. It has a real effect on people’s lives. I fully
support this bill and feel proud that the Labor
government has introduced such legislation.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (12:49) — It gives me
great joy and pleasure to speak on the Building
Amendment (Registration of Building Trades and
Other Matters) Bill 2018. As other speakers have said,
this is quite a substantive bill. It demonstrates the
prodigious work of the Minister for Planning.
I, like the member for Hawthorn and the member for
Buninyong, was quite surprised that the member for
Prahran, who has a very large volume of high-rise
apartments in his electorate, could speak for less than
7 minutes. Given the fact that I am pretty sure Prahran
has historically been the smallest electorate
geographically and he therefore would probably have
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more people living in high-rises than any other member
in this place and he would therefore have more
constituents who would be living in towers or
apartment blocks which might have cladding, I would
have thought he could have done more than 7 minutes.
I would have thought he could have come out and been
a little bit more effusive about the importance of this
bill and made more of an effort. Instead it was just the
usual desultory performance from the Greens political
party: come in, do not speak for your allotted time and
only send up one speaker, and when they are asked
some of the tough questions about how they would
actually fund this, they say, ‘Oh, we’ll just get the
government to pay’. There is just this lazy policy
response to everything: ‘Government can pay for
everything because heaven forbid people should have
to pay for services themselves or make any form of
co-contribution. Just get the government to pay for
everything, and that’s fine’. This is just laziness.
This is the great thing about the Labor Party. We are
fiscally responsible. We recognise the fact that you
need to make sure that you have balanced budget
surpluses, that you have got a low level of debt and that
you have an activist state to intervene where it is
required and there is market failure. For example, for
every dollar that you would have to put aside to fund
the member for Prahran’s pipedream, you have one less
dollar to go into areas of market failure, into our
schools, into our hospitals, into our correctional
facilities or onto our front line. That is the difference
between us and those opposite. We actually recognise
and appreciate that there is a role for the state to play in
addressing issues like market failure. We are quite
happy to come across with an appropriate form of
regulatory response to address these issues.
Having been in and around public policy for a long
time, pretty much all of my professional life, I know
that there is a pendulum that swings back and forth
from having a light-handed approach to regulation to
having a more heavy-handed approach to regulation. I
think the pendulum swings from time to time because
people will sometimes seek to game the system and
people’s views and responses to a set of circumstances
change over the course of time.
I suppose there has always been this sense that there is
the great Australian deal: you would work hard, you
would be disciplined in terms of your savings, you
would be able to buy a house for three times gross
annual income and you would pay that off over the
course of 30 years. That was the deal. That was a social
compact that guided this country for generations. That
is no longer the case. We are looking now at a set of
circumstances where multiple gross income for a
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property is probably closer to 10 times earnings, so that
means people have got a higher level of debt when they
purchase an apartment. Once upon a time the first home
buyer would have been looking at a quarter-acre block
in the suburbs with a three-bedroom brick veneer
house — it might have been 10 or 12 squares in size —
but that is not really the case these days, or it is less
likely to be the case these days. Particularly in inner
urban built-up areas, it is going to be the one-bedroom
apartment or it is going to be the two-bedroom
apartment, apartments which might be clad in this
flammable material.
You have got a set of circumstances where you have
higher levels of debt, greater levels of inequality —
though admittedly by the OECD’s latest report we are
not bad compared to some of our competitors, but it is
trending up — and you have instances where people are
now taking on greater levels of debt which might be
unsustainable, so the last thing you would want if you
were on an average wage, an average income, with a
mortgage on an apartment of, say, $500 000 or
$600 000, is to find that you then have to put your hand
in your pocket for additional funding or additional
expenditure to remove this sort of cladding. That is a
real challenge that people are confronting, and of
course when you confront a set of circumstances like
that it is incumbent upon a government, particularly a
Labor government, to look at trying to address it.
The other point I would make is that the bill talks about
increasing the skill level of people who work in the
field. In recent times we have seen the hollowing out of
the middle class, so it is important to look at where we
see ourselves now. You might say to a child, or to your
grandchild if you have a grandchild, ‘What I want for
you is to have a comfortable life. I want you to have the
ability to own your own house, to have four weeks
annual leave and to maybe go down to Phillip Island for
a holiday. I don’t expect you to be a captain of industry,
but I don’t want you to live in abject poverty’. If that
was the aspiration for your child or grandchild and you
asked yourself, ‘What job could that child be doing as
an adult?’, the choices are really increasingly slim,
because with the rise of automation, with the rise of
change, it is becoming increasingly difficult to find
those comfortable, secure middle-class jobs that will
serve you for a lifetime of work. They are few and far
between. But the trades hold a pathway forward,
because if you get a trade and a qualification and you
have got the ability to upskill, then you have got a
chance of having that comfortable existence. So trying
to find appropriate regulatory measures where there is a
requirement to make sure that workers in trades can
upskill their qualifications is really important.
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The bill also talks about improving the level of
standards for plumbers. I think plumbers will be at the
front line of tackling climate change, because we have
to get better at reducing our level of water consumption.
I think there is a lot to be learned from what is
happening in Israel in terms of looking at reducing our
rate of consumption and trying to tackle seepage and
evaporation of water in our community. So looking at
skilling up our plumbers to make sure they have got the
ability to combat climate change is really important.
They will play a critical role over the course of the
coming decades to tackle these issues. We on this side
of the house recognise that climate change is a reality.
We recognise that you need to have action to address
climate change. Those opposite are churning through
prime ministers at a great rate of knots over this very
issue because they cannot quite get their head around
tackling the issue of climate change.
The bill is a really important piece of legislation. If we
can look at trying to skill up tradies to make sure they
have got the ability to continue to broaden their skills,
to broaden their offering to their customer base, that
will do a great deal to support the middle class over the
coming decades. If you believe in a progressive society,
if you believe in a fair and equitable society, you have
got to make sure that there is that pathway for people to
go from the working class into the middle class and
have a comfortable life and a comfortable existence.
This is a substantive piece of legislation. I just find it
appalling that the Greens political party could field only
one speaker out of three and that he could not speak for
his allotted time. The member for Prahran’s
contribution was less than 8 minutes, yet this bloke has
got more houses or apartments with cladding than any
other member in this place. If you cannot take this
seriously, you should not be here. This bloke is asleep
at the wheel, and he does not deserve a second term as
the member for Prahran. I just find it laughable that
there are people like him in here who are not prepared
to do the work that is required of all of us. I commend
the bill to the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Jobs creation
The SPEAKER — I have accepted a statement
from the member for Werribee proposing the following
matter of public importance for discussion:
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That this house notes the 370 000 jobs created under the
Andrews Labor government and further notes:
(1) more than 234 000 of the jobs created under Labor are
full-time jobs;
(2) the former Liberal-National government cut 4200 public
sector jobs and failed to properly invest in job-creating
projects, resulting in skyrocketing unemployment; and
(3) the Liberals and The Nationals failed regional Victoria,
creating fewer than 10 000 jobs in their entire term,
compared to more than 45 000 under the Andrews
government.

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (14:04) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak to this matter before the
Assembly. Three and three-quarter years ago —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, it was
clear that the lead speaker for this matter was not here
when there was a quorum formed. It was clear you
were hanging back in order to give him time.
The SPEAKER — Order! I was not in the chamber.
Mr R. Smith — Yes, I know, you were hanging
around outside waiting for the Treasurer to show up.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will resume his seat and not reflect on
the Chair.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — No, I have ruled on the point of
order. There is no point of order.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Hastings!
Mr R. Smith — Just for clarity, how long were
you going to stand out the back until the Treasurer
turned up?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. I was not in the chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (14:04) — Order! I ask the member
for Warrandyte to leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
Mr PALLAS — The collective intelligence of the
chamber has been increased as a consequence.
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr PALLAS — You could not even vote on yours
yesterday.
The SPEAKER — Order! On the matter of public
importance!
Mr PALLAS — Three and three-quarter years ago
Victorians gave us the gift of government. It was given
to us after four years of what can best be described in
one word: nothing. For four years those opposite sat
around and through all the smoke and mirrors did not
do much at all. And of course it had a consequence,
because just as actions have a consequence so does
inaction and so does inertia. Our economy slowed to a
crawl. It was all their work. At one point it was even
going backwards — a shout-out to the member for
Malvern for being able to pull that one off!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood and the member for Frankston!
Mr PALLAS — They sat on their hands and they
did nothing as jobs growth slowed and as thousands
more Victorians joined the jobless queues. When those
opposite were elected in 2010 we left them an
unemployment rate of 4.9 per cent, and we are nearly
back there. And of course four years later it had risen to
6.7 per cent — a disgrace. It was a desertion of those
who needed the greatest gift any government could
give: attention, diligence and effort. Between
November 2010 and November 2014 Victoria’s
working-age population grew by 381 000 people, but
only 139 000 of those people actually saw jobs created
that they could fill. For every new job created under the
coalition, nearly three — 2.7 in fact — working-age
Victorians become unemployed or discouraged from
seeking work altogether. For every eight new potential
workers, only one full-time position was created. While
they could not create jobs, one thing those opposite did
well was cut services. They slashed our public sector by
more than 4000, closing schools and neglecting
hospitals, and they took a knife to TAFE, gutting it just
as youth unemployment began to tick up.
Since then we have not wasted a day in putting the
pieces of the puzzle in place: fixing the fractured
economy that we inherited to once again create a state
with a vibrant, strong, optimistic economy and a strong
budgetary position; building the infrastructure that
Victorians need; restoring the cuts that those opposites
put in place; and, most importantly, getting Victorians
back to work.
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In four years those opposite sat on their hands and
watched Victoria’s unemployment rate rise. While that
was happening they cut services to TAFE. The
compound impact that this had on young Victorians
trying to find jobs or trying to skill up should never be
forgotten and should never be forgiven. For the trauma
and for the dignity that they robbed from Victorians
they should be remembered.
In four slow years full of cuts and inactivity what they
did was create only 39 000 full-time jobs. For a
comparison, in three and a half years we have created
almost six times as many full-time jobs — 234 400. All
up, in our three and a half years we have created
370 000 jobs by hiring locally and by buying and
investing in the skills and training that Victorians need
for the future of their jobs.
Jobs growth is showing no sign of slowing or abating.
Last month while the national job numbers went
backwards, nearly 30 000 jobs were created in
Victoria — the highest monthly employment growth in
the nation in both absolute and percentage terms. In fact
the latest figures from the Australian Bureau of
Statistics show that in the 12 months to July more than
94 000 jobs were created in Victoria. That was the
equal highest percentage of job creation in the nation.
Our unemployment rate now sits at 5 per cent. The
reality is that everything we do has a focus on jobs
creation because there is simply nothing more
important. James H. Douglas, Jr, who worked in both
the Hoover and Roosevelt administrations, once said:
A good job is more than just a pay cheque. A good job fosters
independence and discipline and contributes to the health of
the community. A good job is a means to provide for the
health and welfare of your family, to own a home and save
for retirement.

The good news is that we have created 370 000 of
them. That is more than one-third of all the jobs created
in the nation during this time — bearing in mind that
we are 25 per cent or thereabouts of the nation’s
population — so we are well and truly batting above
our weight.
Some like to think that maybe we just got lucky — that
it was a fluke. It may have even been some people in
the press gallery who suggested such an outrage. Over
the last three and a half years we have taken strategic
and considered decisions. Whether it comes to our
record of investment in infrastructure, our decision to
reduce the payroll tax burden on employers in three
successive budgets, our careful financial management
that sees the biggest average surpluses in the state’s
history delivered under this government or our decision
to level the playing field when it comes to first home
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buyers trying to break into the property market,
Victoria’s taxation and royalty revenue per capita still
remain below those of Western Australia, the ACT and
New South Wales in 2018–19 and across the forward
estimates. When we hear about tax and tax relativities,
let us put that into context. Victoria still remains well
below many others.
Mr M. O’Brien — The highest in the nation.
Mr PALLAS — There we go. We will wait for the
member for Malvern to distort the facts and try to tell
people that white is black. He is good at that. In total
we have invested $1.6 billion in tax cuts for businesses,
first home buyers and of course farmers. Since we were
elected demand in the Victorian economy has increased
by 25 per cent, the average rate of economic growth has
more than doubled and our economy is once again
enjoying an increase in economic growth per capita.
The growth in our overall economic activity has been
underpinned by the revitalisation of our key industries.
In October 2014 Labor identified strategic sectors in the
economy where Victoria could become an international
leader. We called it Back to Work because that is what it
was all about: getting Victorians back to work. We set a
target of 100 000 full-time jobs, and who can remember
the guffawing that came from those opposite about
whether we could achieve that number. Indeed, might I
say, many in the press gallery were a little bit sceptical
about our capacity to do it. But I will tell you what, we
did it, and we exceeded it. In fact on this number we
have surpassed it, easily passing the target of
100 000 full-time jobs and more than doubling it since.
Let us take our commitment to Victorian industry and
manufacturing as one example, ably led by the Minister
for Industry and Employment and of course his
predecessor, the member for Williamstown. Five years
ago the Liberals in Victoria were being egged on by
their counterparts in Canberra, who were literally
daring the vehicle manufacturing industry to leave the
country. Contrast that with what we currently have:
across the state jobs are being created in the very
industries that those opposite deserted. Just this week
Holden has announced an expansion of its Australian
operations, with 150 people to be added to its Port
Melbourne and Lang Lang workforce. I am sure that
the Minister for Industry and Employment will talk
more about that.
Here is another example. In three successive budgets
we have reduced the payroll tax burden on Victorian
businesses. In 2017–18 alone Victorian businesses
saved more than $110 million, money that subsequently
goes into expanding their operations and hiring more
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staff. Our payroll tax cuts have had a particularly
dramatic effect on regional Victoria, where in the last
two years we have halved that tax rate, giving regional
Victorian employers the lowest payroll tax in the
nation. What does that mean? It means jobs. In the local
government areas of Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo
alone, something like more than $20 million has been
saved by employers on their payroll tax liability in the
past year alone.
At the same time our regional unemployment rate has
fallen to 4.9 per cent. A fluke? I do not think so. This is
hard work, this is diligence and this is focus on the
priority that motivates this government every day — and
that is job creation. Since we were elected 45 300 jobs
have been created in regional Victoria, contributing to
the sustained economic growth right across the state.
This is in stark contrast, might I say, to what occurred
under the previous government, where less than
9000 jobs were created in regional Victoria in four
years. Victoria’s regional centres are leading the way,
with unemployment decreasing significantly in
Shepparton, Bendigo and Ballarat over the past three
months. Favourable decreases have been recorded in
unemployment in comparison to the same time last year.
The figures indicate that regional employment across
the state was driven by full-time job creation, with
something like 8600 full-time jobs created over the last
three months. These are more than just numbers,
though. What they demonstrate is a Labor government
that is committed to tax cuts and investments and to
supporting strong, sustained economic growth for
regional businesses and families. We are creating jobs,
we are driving investment and we are strengthening our
rural and regional communities, which is why
Victoria’s regional jobs growth is more than double the
national rate. Whether it is building new schools, fixing
our roads or delivering better public transport, we are
delivering on the priorities that regional Victoria needs
to thrive.
On this side of the house we recognise the importance
of the delivery of services and infrastructure. While we
build, they bulldoze. While they cut, we create. While
we deliver, they destroy. Take our approach to
infrastructure as an example. Since coming to office
this government has commenced the most ambitious
infrastructure agenda the state has ever seen. This year
alone we are investing $13.7 billion in infrastructure,
with the average over the forward estimates being a
whopping $10.1 billion. Contrast that to the 10-year
average that preceded us of $4.9 billion. Everywhere
you look you see cranes in the sky, boots on the ground
and workers in jobs. The government will continue its
efforts to remove level crossings and continue its efforts
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to deliver the high-quality public transport networks
that the community needs. Our infrastructure
investment alone is creating 75 000 jobs, so the greatest
threat to this is of course the Liberals and their friends
The Nationals. As always, they want to get the band
back together to cut, and it will be a catastrophe. We
will continue to grow this state.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (14:19) — What a
bumbling, stumbling speech from a Treasurer who has
just personified that in his economic and budget policy.
Here is a fact from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
that the Labor Party never likes to hear: between
December 2010 and December 2014 Victoria created
more jobs than any state in the country. There were
more jobs created in Victoria than in any state in the
country between December 2010 and December 2014.
I can tell you, Victoria achieved this title under the
Liberal-Nationals government even though this period
also saw the mining boom in WA and Queensland,
which we did not have the benefit of. We also achieved
that despite, for most of that time, there being a federal
Labor government in Canberra that imposed a carbon
tax on Australia, which federal Labor’s own modelling
showed hit Victoria first and hardest. This was the
federal government’s own modelling. They deliberately
imposed a carbon tax designed to hurt Victoria first and
designed to hurt Victoria the hardest, cheered on by the
members of the Victorian Labor Party.
We also saw the Rudd-Gillard-Rudd Labor
governments fail to fund major projects in Victoria over
those four years. They left us hanging. They bled us dry
from taxes, but they did not give it back. What were the
largest federal Labor-funded infrastructure projects in
Victoria? I cannot think of one. They not only did that,
but they slashed our GST. Victoria in those four years
of the last Liberal-Nationals government saw its GST
revenue slashed year after year after year. Despite all of
that and despite all of those headwinds, many of them
imposed by the Labor Party’s mates in Canberra,
Victoria created more jobs in those four years than any
state in the country. The lies and the spin and the
hypocrisy of those opposite cannot contest that single,
unimpeachable fact. The Liberals and Nationals
delivered on jobs for Victoria better than any state in
the country.
While federal Labor was imposing taxes on us, by
contrast, under the Victorian coalition, Victorians
enjoyed payroll tax cuts. We saw WorkCover
premiums reduced not once but twice, we saw the fire
services levy reformed and then reduced, we saw stamp
duty on life insurance abolished and we saw stamp duty
for first home buyers cut in half. This made Victoria an
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attractive place to invest, to grow a business and to
create jobs.
The coalition also reintroduced the rule of law on
building sites. We put in place a Victorian construction
code of conduct. We ensured that unions could no
longer stand over workers or employers on
government projects, because we on this side believe
in the rule of law, unlike members opposite. Of course
one of the first things Labor did when they came into
government at the end of 2014 was scrap the Victorian
construction code of conduct, and we have seen the
consequence of that action. We have seen the massive
cost blowouts on public infrastructure projects that
occur when you let dodgy Labor governments and
dodgy unions run major public infrastructure. We have
seen the $2 billion blowout on the Metro Tunnel
project, and we have seen the $3.3 billion blowout on
the sky rail and level crossing removal projects, and
the list goes on and on and on.
This pathetic matter put forward by the Treasurer
attempts to have a go at criticising the former coalition
government’s records on infrastructure. Well, we had a
very large infrastructure agenda. Let us just look at
health as one example. Under the coalition we saw the
new Bendigo Hospital. I acknowledge the Minister for
Industry and Employment at the table acknowledging it
as a coalition project. He might want to have a word to
the Minister for Public Transport, who is labouring
under the misapprehension that she had something to
do with it. She did not fund it. She did not sign the
contracts. She did nothing except turn up for the ribbon
cutting. That is all she did.
The new Monash Children’s Hospital was designed,
funded and contracted by the coalition government. The
rebuilding of the Eye and Ear Hospital occurred under
the coalition. The delivery of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre occurred under the
coalition government. There was the increase of the
scope of the Box Hill Hospital rebuild. I acknowledge
the amazing work of the member for Box Hill in
relation to achieving that fantastic outcome for the
people of Box Hill and surrounding areas. There was
the funding of the Latrobe Regional Hospital
expansion, a $73 million project. These are all major
health projects of the coalition government, with many
in regional areas, because the coalition always believes
that Victoria is bigger than Melbourne. We do not
believe that Victoria ends at the tram tracks, unlike
members opposite. And those projects created
thousands of jobs — thousands and thousands of jobs
in their construction and thousands of jobs on an
ongoing basis.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 22 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

What did Labor do? When it got elected, it decided to
scrap Peter MacCallum private — remember that? It
scrapped an entire floor of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre, a triumph of dumb
leftist ideology over common sense and a slap in the
face to thousands of cancer sufferers in this state who
have been denied the state-of-the-art facility they are
entitled to because of the 1970s socialist thought that
infects this government from the Premier down. How
many jobs did that decision to scrap Peter Mac private
cost? How many cancer —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I do not want to hear from a
rorter. You just stay back in your box. Stay back in
your box, you rorter.
The SPEAKER — Order! Through the Chair!
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Why don’t you just get out of
here? Get out of here, you crook.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern, through the Chair.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Look, how about —
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
is warned.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I am honest. That’s more than
anybody will ever say about you, Donny.
The SPEAKER — Order! Through the Chair.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Through the Chair, Speaker.
So we have got cancer sufferers left out in the cold
because this government decided to scrap Peter
MacCallum private.
We have also seen that when it comes to ripping up
contracts, it is not just the east–west link, which of
course I will come to. What about the $2.5 billion
Cranbourne-Pakenham project entered into by the
previous Liberal-Nationals government — $2.5 billion
of infrastructure, removing level crossings on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line? But here is an idea: doing
it properly, putting the rail under the road and not
building sky rail. We had $2.5 billion of works on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line to upgrade that train line
and improve services, including high-capacity
signalling, I should add. That project was ripped up by
the incumbent Labor government. They took the money
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that had been paid and set aside to do proper level
crossing removals, and instead they built cheap and
nasty sky rail instead. That ugly sky rail is a permanent
scar on those communities and a permanent reminder
of the bad decision-making and the deception of the
Labor Party in this state.
Of course we cannot talk about Labor ripping up
infrastructure projects without discussing the
$1.3 billion that Labor wasted by ripping up the east–
west link contract, a contract they told Victorians —
they promised Victorians — was not worth the paper it
was written on, a contract they promised Victorians
would not cost a single dollar to rip up; $1300 million
was wasted because of this government’s outrageous
conduct. Let us not forget the $220 million Murray
Basin rail project, funded by the coalition but botched
and delayed by this Labor government and its
incompetent Minister for Public Transport, thanks to
whom we are still waiting and waiting and waiting for
anything to be delivered.
We can also talk about those projects that were funded
and contracted by the Liberals and The Nationals which
Labor now try to claim as their own. I well remember
the 1300-bed Ravenhall prison, a coalition project
which we designed, which we funded and which we
contracted for, and for which we were criticised by the
Labor Party. ‘How dare you build a new prison’, they
said. ‘We should be spending this money on something
else. We don’t need new prison beds in this state’, said
Labor. Well, we have seen the crime tsunami that
occurs when you get a weak on law and order Labor
government. And then of course when the Ravenhall
prison was there to be opened, who was there cutting
the ribbon? Who was there smiling for the cameras? It
was the Labor Party trying to claim it as their initiative,
as their project, as their jobs. It had nothing to do with
them. They criticised it. They had nothing to do with it.
What about the same with the CityLink Tulla road
widening — a project signed, sealed and paid for by the
coalition but which Labor now tries to take credit for? I
see the minister at the table. He is out there, it seems like
every week, trying to claim credit for something that
was funded and designed by the former Liberal
government. We had the duplication of the Princes
Highway from Winchelsea to Colac, a coalition project,
and a raft of level crossing removals, including Gardiner
station, Ormond station, St Albans and Clayton. The list
of coalition projects which Labor has tried to claim
credit for is almost as long as the list of rorting
allegations made against Labor MPs in this place.
Mr Angus — Almost.
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Mr M. O’BRIEN — Almost — I did say almost,
member for Forest Hill. But let us look briefly at
Labor’s record. They talked about regional
unemployment, and I interjected to the Treasurer,
‘What about the Latrobe-Gippsland region?’. He did
not refer to that, and I will tell you why he did not refer
to the Latrobe-Gippsland region: because
unemployment there has gone from 6 per cent in
December 2014 to 7.7 per cent in June this year.
Now, why do you think there are so many poor people
in the Latrobe-Gippsland area looking for a job
compared to when the Liberals and The Nationals were
in office? Would it have anything to do with the fact
that the Labor Party tripled the tax on our brown coal
generators in the Latrobe Valley overnight, forced
Hazelwood out of business and sent 700 direct jobs and
thousands of indirect jobs into the shredder? This was a
decision by the Labor Party to tax Hazelwood out of
business. They achieved it, and the people of the
Latrobe Valley are now feeling the consequences of
this government’s blind green ideology. They are more
interested in sucking up to the Greens for preferences
than they are in affordable power or jobs for people in
regional communities, and that is a disgrace.
This is a government that has punished Victorians with
12 new and increased taxes, despite the Premier’s
promise before the election of no new taxes and no
increases in taxes. Under Labor state taxes have
increased from $17.9 billion at the election to
$24.1 billion in 2018–19. That is an increase of
$6.2 billion, or 35 per cent, in just four years. Under
Labor Victoria is now the highest taxed state in the
country. We used to have a tax-to-gross-state-product
ratio of 4.8 per cent. It is now 5.4 per cent — more than
any other state. And before we hear anything from
Labor MPs crowing about their tiny snips to payroll tax
in regional Victoria, the revenue figures tell the real
story. They claim a $40 million payroll tax cut, but
payroll tax revenues have gone up by $1 billion a year
since Labor came to office.
Speaker, let me assure you that small business has cast
its vote on this Labor government. Every single Sensis
business survey since Labor came to government has
shown Victorian small and medium enterprises (SMEs)
have a net negative attitude towards the state
government’s policies — every single survey. You
have not won a single survey in the eyes of small and
medium enterprises in Victoria.
It is not just SMEs that are voting with their feet. Last
year under Labor, Victoria’s economy, according to the
Australian Bureau of Statistics, saw private sector
investment actually shrink. Private sector investment
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shrank in Victoria last year on the gross state product
figures. It fell by 6 per cent in the December quarter
and it fell by half a per cent over the year. You are
actually seeing private sector investment go backwards
in this state under Labor — because you are interested
in taxing people, you are interested in regulating people
and you are interested in giving everything to the
unions and making sure that no-one else has a fair go.
How does Labor think that is the foundation for
sustainable job growth, when private sector investment
is going backwards in this state under them?
This government is run by a bunch of central planners
who would be more at home in Venezuela than in
Victoria. They think that overpaying for government
projects and blowing out costs while killing small
business is the way — that is the Labor way. They
think that paying $100 000 to an overseas backpacker
to hold a stop-go sign is a good idea of productive
economic investment. They are absolutely wrong. This
is a government that literally has no idea. It thinks that
taxing businesses into the ground is a way to grow jobs.
It thinks that shrinking private sector investment is a
way to grow jobs. It thinks that blowing the budget on
major projects is a way to grow jobs. This is a
government that has presided over an enormous amount
of waste, an enormous number of terrible decisions that
have cost Victorians very, very badly. In 13 weeks
Victorians will have a wonderful opportunity to set
things right again.
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (14:34) — It is my pleasure to rise and
support the motion by the member for Werribee, the
Treasurer. I followed the member for Malvern
yesterday. The only thing that was missing today was
that Peter Costello dance that he did yesterday, the
Midnight Oil one. He has been watching Peter Dutton
yesterday and today. It is the auditioning. The only
thing we are missing is the Sky News update on how
the coalition room in Victoria is going.
We are getting on with the job of delivering jobs and
record investment. Let me pick up just one thing. He
had a go at the Minister for Public Transport. Well, you
could not hold a candle to her, mate — whether it is the
Metro Tunnel or the level crossings. They would
purchase trains from South Korea before they would
even look at purchasing a train or any of our rolling
stock from a Victorian company. That is why we have
actually legislated to make sure that our local
procurement policy and our Major Projects Skills
Guarantee are about local jobs, local industry and local
apprentices, giving them every opportunity to work and
succeed on one of our major projects. We know the
value of major projects: 10 times the number of major
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projects — 88 major projects versus eight — and three
times the number of jobs under this government. It is an
incredible set of numbers.
I think it needs to be on the public record just how
much we are doing for this state. When you look at the
economic statistics, the unemployment rate is 5 per cent
today and when we came to office it was 6.7 per cent.
Regional unemployment is 4.9 per cent; it was 6.6 per
cent under the coalition when they last left office. The
participation rate is the highest amongst the non-mining
states at 65.7 per cent. Since November 2014 there have
been 370 000 new jobs created, 234 000 of them
full-time. That is the highest number among all the
states in Australia.
When you think about manufacturing — we will get
onto the auto industry in a minute — under the Andrews
Labor government it has grown for 17 consecutive
months. Why? The member for Williamstown will
know why. There has been $120 million invested in it,
with targeted assistance. We will always be a
manufacturing state; it is a cornerstone of our economy.
I see the young people up in the gallery today. We have
advanced manufacturing. We are the only place in
Australia with seven world-class engineering schools all
close by, producing more engineering graduates than
any other state. They provide a wonderful opportunity
because we have got jobs.
We also reach for the stars. I have an editorial of just
this week, 16 August, headed ‘Victoria set for launch’.
It is all about the Andrews Labor government’s
investments in industry and our universities for the jobs
of the future. We want to have a future with science,
technology, engineering and mathematics learning and
a space centre. That is why we get this:
Victoria set for launch
Victoria is the smart state, and when it comes to science and
technology, it is undeniably the national leader.
…
The Andrews government is now spearheading a pitch for
Victoria to be home to its research and development efforts in
areas such as communications, monitoring of space debris,
navigation, management of remote assets, and habitation …

I only hope Michaelia Cash can last the week and that
she can one day deliver it, because we should be the
home of the space industry.
It does not stop there. One of the initiatives I am most
proud of as industry and employment minister has no
doubt been the support we have given our auto
manufacturing workers. I met with people at Ford only
yesterday. They are doing so much in advanced
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manufacturing and advanced technology. They waved
goodbye. It is funny watching. Joe Hockey is over in
Washington at the moment. He begged Holden to leave
them — and they did. It was incredible, and you saw
the domino effect. But under Labor there is not a
domino effect. Under Labor less than 20 per cent of the
tier 2 auto supply chain companies have folded. Why?
There has been a $100 million investment to make sure
those companies that are important to the global supply
chain continue to do that work.
It would only happen under Labor, the announcement
yesterday by Holden. Have a look at that on 21 August:
150 new engineers at Holden to focus on GM advanced
vehicle development, including autonomous and electric
vehicles

You would never get a press release from an auto
company under a Liberal coalition government. That
only happens through the policy settings and the
investments we are making at Fishermans Bend
through the Minister for Planning and the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing, who is the member for
Albert Park. There will be a centre of advanced
manufacturing. Those opposite wanted to turn it into
high-rise development for their donor mates. We want
it to be a centre for jobs growth, jobs of the future,
including advanced manufacturing. Just think: if you
are an engineering student in Victoria studying at
Melbourne University, down at Fishermans Bend you
are going to have GM autonomous vehicles, you are
going to have BAE Systems potentially, you are going
to have the defence, science and technology group for
the Department of Defence and you are going to be
working alongside Boeing. They are lining up at the
door to speak to this government. Everyone wants to
get down to Fishermans Bend because they know it is
indeed going to put Victoria on the map. Those on that
side would have turned it into nothing but a high-rise
Liberal Party mates showpiece. That was all it was
going to be.
Ms Thomas — For property developers!
Mr CARROLL — Exactly. The member for
Macedon hit it right on the nail. Let us just look at this
one from 17 August headed ‘Victorian jobs rate
surges’:
CommSec senior economist Ryan Felsman said the Victorian
economy was the nation’s strongest.

Before that:
Victoria’s unemployment rate has tumbled to its lowest level
in more than seven years …
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The member for Malvern disputes it, but look at this. It
says it here:
Victoria’s unemployment rate has tumbled to its lowest level
in more than seven years as the number of workers in the state
closes in on a record 3.3 million.

It does not end there. Let’s go to Monday, 6 August,
and an Adam Carey exclusive, headed, ‘State of
growth: Victoria’s $100 billion infrastructure boom
revealed’:
More than $100 billion worth of new roads, rail lines,
hospitals, skyscrapers, prisons, wind farms and other
infrastructure is being built or planned in Victoria as the
state’s surge in the delivery of major projects gathers pace.

It is just incredible. After a four-year public holiday we
are getting on with the job, and we are focused on job
creation, as the Treasurer said. It is part of everything
we do. You get that job creation with a strong Treasurer
who is delivering the best average surpluses. If you
think of the chaos that we had under the
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government, if I remember, I
think the first budget speech did not mention jobs or the
unemployment rate once. It was all about their
values — and we saw what their values were. We are
creating more jobs than any other state, powering our
economy, removing level crossings and building the
Melbourne Metro and the Joan Kirner Women’s and
Children’s Hospital.
We are a unique Labor government because we will
make sure that we never leave anyone behind. We are
doing that in the context of the $90 million Jobs Victoria
Employment Network program, giving real jobs to
disadvantaged Victorians. No matter where you live, we
want everyone to be part of the sharing economy — part
of the Victorian economy that is continuing to boom and
continuing to surge. That is why we are passing
legislation to mandate local jobs and local procurement
first. We are very committed to them.
We have also passed our social procurement
framework, which makes sure that when companies
work on a government project they come to the table
with answers to the following questions. How many
jobs are there for disadvantaged Victorians? How many
jobs are there for Aboriginal Victorians? What social
enterprises are you going to put on the site? We believe
in bringing the social and economic policies together to
really bring everyone along for this great jobs and
economic driver that is the Andrews Labor
government.
It would be remiss of me if I did not mention my
shadow minister, the member for Warrandyte. No-one
knows he is the shadow minister — it is still a couple of
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hundred days. He would never last 5 minutes if you
actually asked him a question. Isn’t it a thought that he
could actually be the minister for industry?
An honourable member — Is he the shadow?
Mr CARROLL — Yes, believe it or not, the wizard
is the shadow minister for industry. The member for
Warrandyte — have a look at his first speech when he
came to this place. He said he believed in:
… the provision of structures through which hardworking
individuals can set and achieve their goals in life.

You have to ask: with less than 100 days until the
election, what has the member for Warrandyte and the
rest of the coalition’s economic team proposed about
how they will support hardworking individuals and
Victorians? I travel across this state every week and I
have seen firsthand, whether it is in our investments in
TAFE or whether it is in our support for disadvantaged
Victorians, how we are giving young people and
everyone an opportunity to shine in this state under the
Andrews Labor government. I am very proud to sit
alongside the Premier, the Treasurer and all of my
cabinet and parliamentary caucus colleagues as we get
on with the job of delivering and delivering and
delivering. Everywhere you go, in every conversation
you have, everyone says, ‘You get things done’. They
all know what the previous Napthine-Baillieu-Shaw
governments were like — chaos, dysfunction, silence,
no sustainable initiatives, cuts to police, cuts to
teachers, cuts to public servants and cuts to ambulances.
No-one was spared. We are getting on with the job and
delivering for all Victorians.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (14:44) — It is a
pleasure to rise and make a contribution on this matter
of public importance (MPI) as submitted by the
member for Werribee. I note the Minister for Industry
and Employment in his contribution just said that
everywhere he goes the news is good. I note that the
jobs minister has not been to Heyfield once.
Mr Carroll — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
been to Heyfield.
Mr T. BULL — Did you drive through?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister —
Mr T. BULL — Did you meet with the mill?
Mr Carroll — I went to the mill.
Mr T. BULL — How did that go?
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat. The member, through the Chair, without
interjections.
Mr T. BULL — As of next month, 100 jobs will
have gone from the Heyfield mill — 100 jobs in the
last 12 months that did not need to go. From
management down, 100 jobs will be gone. It is hard to
get excited about this topic because in Gippsland when
we talk about jobs it is very sombre — it is very, very
sombre. I was there on Friday talking to workers, and
they are not happy with this government. They are not
happy that they have lost 100 jobs at that mill and they
are very, very disappointed that the economy of that
town has been so severely impacted by a political
decision. It is a disgrace.
In the period that Heyfield was under this stress, this
concern about jobs going, not once — and I am
confident in saying this — did we have a visit from the
Premier or the Deputy Premier. They were happy to trot
down the road to Traralgon or Morwell or wherever
was popular, but they were not prepared to do the
half-hour trip down the road to Heyfield. So how can
we say we have got a government that cares about jobs
when 100 jobs go and no-one in the leadership team is
prepared to visit?
I note the jobs minister was very happy to talk about the
automotive industry, but he did not touch on the timber
industry. There is probably good reason for that because
there are a few whispers getting around that the great
forest national park might be under consideration. If it
is, as timber industry representatives from all around the
state continually spell out, that will paint a very, very
dim future for this sector. So please do not say, ‘We care
about jobs’ in an MPI and at any stage over the next
three months make any announcement about the great
forest national park because that will be an absolute jobs
disaster for communities right around Victoria but
particularly locations like Heyfield and Bairnsdale. As a
point of note on that, interestingly the government is
49 per cent owner of the Heyfield mill. Heyfield
actually takes 89 per cent of its timber from the Central
Highlands, so we certainly should not be even looking at
or considering a great forest national park.
When we talk about jobs, small business is the biggest
employer in our state. I note the shadow minister is at
the table, and I am sure he will agree with this comment:
high overheads kill small business. They impact on
employment, they take away viability, they take away
the cream on the top that allows them to operate and
function. Power bills for small business have gone
through the roof and, despite what you might hear from
the other side, very little is being done about it. It is an
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absolute disgrace that we had Hazelwood power station
close. Immediately we lost 1000 jobs — not only the
workers but the flow-on jobs in that community. There
have been significant power price increases in industry.
We are unable to put a figure on the number of job
losses that have occurred around the state, where small
business has had to put staff off because of the
massively increased power prices, but we know that it is
significant, and we know that it is massive.
I want to recap because when Hazelwood closed we
were told in this chamber, and the people in Gippsland
and Victoria were told through the media, that power
prices would only rise by 4 per cent — 4 per cent is
what were told. Well, someone needs to trot down to
Bairnsdale and have a talk to a bloke named David
Lucke, because he is a good man. He runs a
supermarket in Bairnsdale. It is a family business that
has been built up, and it employs around 50 people.
David copped a power bill rise of 35 per cent on his
new contract after shopping around for the best deal.
What does that equate to? It equates to $2500 a month,
and his monthly bill is now $9500. That is two
part-time jobs gone; that is the equivalent of two
part-time jobs. He also had to install a $30 000
generator because he had no confidence in the power
system over the summer period. The Premier or the
Deputy Premier should go down and tell David Lucke,
‘Don’t worry about it. It’s only going to be 4 per cent,
mate. You don’t need to worry about that’.
Bairnsdale RSL is a great RSL. I love the Bairnsdale
RSL. It is a community hub that looks after its veterans.
It is very, very popular within our community. The
power bill at the Bairnsdale RSL went up by $85 000
for the year, and we have got this bloke coming in and
saying he cares about jobs. That is employees that have
to go. A major vegetable harvester in Gippsland had a
$1 million price increase for the year. Admittedly he is
big in scale, but a $1 million price increase on your
power bill for one business? Absolutely unheard of and
an absolute disgrace. But what do we get told? We get
told, ‘No, it’s only going up by 4 per cent’.
When I raised that issue about the Bairnsdale RSL and
when the Leader of the Opposition asked the question
in question time the Premier got up and said, ‘Well,
we’ll deal with that RSL in good faith’. So what
happened in that good-faith dealing? They rang up. The
manager got a call at the Bairnsdale RSL, and what he
was offered was a dollar-for-dollar grant. This
government’s response to help out the Bairnsdale RSL
was to ask them for more money. Can you believe it?
What sort of relief is that from an $85 000 power bill?
‘You tip in money for something, and we’ll tip in some
money as well. How we’re going to solve the problem
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is we’re going to ask you for more money’. You would
not believe it. It is just absolutely laughable.
There is flow-on employment throughout all our
communities. Whether you are holding a metro seat or
an interface seat or a country seat, like the member for
Mildura, the impact on small business right across the
board is significant and results in job losses.
There are a couple of other things I want to talk about.
The Hazelwood situation did not only impact on
workers in the valley; I had workers at Hazelwood
living in Maffra, Bairnsdale and Lakes Entrance. What
has happened in those towns as a level of support?
Nothing. All we have had delivered to the Latrobe
Valley is a lot of sportsgrounds that do not provide any
ongoing employment. Yes, there have been a few other
things, but the majority of projects have been sports
related. Yes, there are a few construction jobs, but there
are no ongoing jobs. The data shows that the
unemployment rate in Morwell has increased massively
and is bordering on 25 per cent. If we have found
replacement jobs for these Heyfield workers, why has
the unemployment rate in Morwell absolutely
ballooned? The statistics do not lie. It is not good news
on jobs when you come to the Latrobe Valley.
I could talk about the roads contractors who suffered
from the cuts to the country roads and bridges program
and the road maintenance program. I have had roads
contractors ring me up saying work has dried up
because the country roads and bridges program
has gone.
But before I finish I want to just recap some statistical
information that was mentioned by the member for
Malvern, because I think this tells the story and it is
very, very pertinent. As he pointed out, between
December 2010 and December 2014, when we were in
government, Victoria created more jobs than any other
state. That speaks for itself and that is the measure. He
pointed out how they had the mining boom in WA and
he pointed out the other hardships that this state faced,
but we created more jobs than any other state in
Australia. That is a record that we were rightfully proud
of in government because it was the best in the country.
It is as simple as that. No arguments. They had the
mining boom in WA and Queensland; we
outperformed them.
In concluding the limited time I have, I just want to
touch on the huge range of other examples that I could
highlight where we have had an extraordinary impact
on the abilities of small businesses. Growing is out of
the question, because they are focusing on surviving,
such is the increase in utility costs. This government
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should be embarrassed by the very little amount it has
done to support these small businesses. They are
struggling, they are suffering, their power bills are still
rising and they are putting people off. This is something
that this government needs to fix.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (14:54) — It is a
great pleasure to rise on a matter of public importance
about employment and jobs in our state. It is a telling
stat that some 370 000 Victorians have gotten an
opportunity to work in the last three and a half years.
But stats and numbers can be quite raw. What that
actually means is 370 000 families have got a new
opportunity, have got hope in our state, have got
employment and have got prosperity to underpin their
families and their communities. That is the telling thing,
because 234 000 of those jobs are full-time jobs. It
could have been a young person’s first opportunity to
work and provide for themselves in a challenging
environment where housing unaffordability and the cost
of living are growing. Now they have got their first
opportunity. It could be someone who has left the
automotive industry who has worked some 30 years on
the floor and who has given their time to underpin our
automotive industry. Now they have got another chance
in the middle of their life to carry on with gainful
employment, contribute for their families and,
importantly, underpin the prosperity of their state.
Those figures are incredible, and when you think about
the Treasurer’s comments, these are not by chance. This
is about working hard and about creating the settings
that underpin prosperity in our state. When we think
about the fact that a large percentage of those jobs have
come in a time of great prosperity and infrastructure
building in our state, we will be known for getting
things done and building and underpinning
infrastructure for generations to come. What is the point
of being in government if you are not going to maximise
the opportunities that you have to try to benefit our state
and benefit our economy? To have a third of the jobs
created in the nation right here in Victoria is very telling
and stands in stark contrast to the story that was told in
the previous term of government.
Each and every day on average at the moment — each
and every day, I emphasise — 327 people get a job. On
average each and every day 327 more people in this
state are getting a job. When you think about what that
means for prosperity and benefits for local people with
unemployment coming down to 5 per cent, that is
telling in our communities. In contrast, when
unemployment was at 6.9 per cent under the previous
government each and every day 46 jobs were lost. That
meant 46 families had to make that tough decision on
how they were going to pay the mortgage, how they
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were going to front up to pay their bills and when that
next opportunity was going to come.
That is not by chance; that is by hard work. That is by
having a clear vision for our state and underpinning
employment and growth. It is about investing in our
next generation of workers, giving them their first
chance on a procurement program — 10 per cent of
apprentices on major projects. It is a telling stat and it is
a credit to the minister at the table, the Minister for
Industry and Employment, all of the cabinet and the
former minister, the member for Williamstown.
There is something else I want to talk about, and that is
underemployment. Today underemployment was not
mentioned by the member for Malvern, but I want to
talk about it because underemployment is the underuse
of a worker due to a job that does not use the worker’s
skills or is part-time or leaves the worker idle. I think
the member for Malvern today put himself forward as
being completely underemployed in Victoria. He was
putting forward that he was only going at part-time or
half-ticker at the moment. He is ready to be fully and
gainfully employed in Victoria and to be given a go as
opposition leader. He has good numbers apparently. He
has a majority, something the prime minister in a
different parliament is struggling with, but he is
underemployed at the moment. Underemployment is a
real issue, and the member for Malvern is saying, ‘At
least help one person. Give me a go. Thirteen weeks to
go — take a chance on Mick’. Let us give the member
for Malvern a go, underemployed as he is.
In his comments, the member for Malvern outlined a
parallel universe, but it was a pitch to another person,
trying to drive towards the right to bring back the base.
When he was talking about workers and unions, he was
attacking the union movement and the workers of
Victoria. It did not work for them at the last election,
but it might just win back the base. They are concerned
about every other conservative. They had the
conservative party drum up in here. It was a short-lived
moment, but they still have one up in the federal
Parliament. Maybe he is the man to bring back the base,
to bring back all the conservatives — no longer
Liberals anymore. They have to ask themselves in the
setting now, on the dawn of what could be a federal
election in the environment they are in, ‘What will the
future hold?’.
I read a comment on jobs, in particular the concern of
job loss by a backbencher who was recently talking to
the media. They were quoted on the record as saying,
when referring to the challenges that are happening and
the turmoil at the moment in the federal Parliament and
in the state about which candidate to pick, that they
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‘have houses, school bills, cars’ that they have set up on
the basis of earning $200 000-plus. What do they do if
they are suddenly out of work? Well, if only they had
given so much of a damn about the auto workers who
were out of work in 2011 when the former Treasurer
sitting there stood by while Joe Hockey got in the car
and left. How many speeches were made in this
chamber and are in Hansard? That is all it is about on
that side of the house. It is all about what they can get,
how much coin they can earn and how many cars they
can drive. It is not about working people in Victoria.
Backbenchers in Canberra are too busy worrying about
their $200 000, just like those in this place. It is always
about opposing what Labor is about and what they can
get. Guess what? If they showed as much concern
about the numbers in the federal Parliament or the
numbers here between the member for Malvern and the
member for Bulleen, then maybe Victorians might have
given them a better chance, because that is what
motivates them. It is the limos out the front, it is the
cars, it is the coin that they can receive. They did not
give an absolute damn about people who were
struggling and those workers. That was their legacy —
46 jobs each and every day on average lost in Victoria.
You cannot walk away from those statistics, in contrast
to 327 jobs each and every day. When those opposite
come back into Parliament tomorrow, another 327 jobs
on average will have been created in Victoria. They are
families that need to be supported.
When you contrast that with their approach in
government, and when you listen to the first-term
speeches in here about their values and you listen to
people like the member for Malvern and the member
for Bulleen, when do they actually put forward that
vision? It is always about cutting, it is always about
closures, it is always about reducing red tape and
smaller government. Smaller government means cuts.
Smaller government means closures. Smaller
government means looking after the big end of town
and corporations. It means that people in Victoria will
suffer. When they talk about the tax base and lowering
that, they are talking about cuts to vital services,
because in the last Parliament when given the
opportunity to drive towards a budget surplus, what did
they do? They cut vital funding from health, they cut
vital funding from TAFE and education. The first
things they went for were the public service and those
services that people rely on. What happened? Our state
went backwards. Unemployment went up and TAFEs
started to close.
You do not need to do a research paper on that. Liberal
HQ do not need to sit down and pore over policy
documents on what went wrong; they were out of touch.
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They were out of touch with the needs of Victorians and
our state. When have we seen this before? We saw it in
the 2014 federal budget when jobs went backwards and
the likely incoming Prime Minister, Peter Dutton,
savaged health funding. He cut jobs in health and we
saw $57 billion ripped out of public health alone, which
affected our nurses, our doctors and our patients. We
have had a taste of what happened in 2014, so when this
chap has his hands on the levers, what will the Liberal
Party in Victoria do? The member for Bulleen, the
Leader of the Opposition, has put forward that he will be
campaigning strongly with Malcolm Turnbull, who
might have some currency as the member for
Wentworth, but he will not be the Prime Minister
anymore. Will the member for Bulleen — the Leader of
the Opposition — or potentially the member for
Malvern have the numbers? Who knows? It depends on
who you talk to in this place.
The member for Malvern is very much up and about at
the moment. I have never seen him so happy. I have
never seen him so up and about around Strangers
Corridor, getting a coffee and having a talk to everyone.
There is some good news. It is not his beloved Blues
because they got the wooden spoon. The member for
Malvern is up and about. He is happy, so something is
going on. The question is, will they partner with Peter
Dutton at the next state campaign in 13 weeks time? He
is all about cuts, closures and big corporations. Will the
member for Bulleen or the member for Malvern join
him in what would be a disaster for Victoria? It would
take us back. Despite us creating one-third of the jobs in
the nation, if we have that kind of Achilles heel as a
Prime Minister, then it will take Victoria backwards.
That is the option for Victorians going forward to the
next election. We will keep working hard for the
Victorian people and creating jobs.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (15:04) — It is a
pleasure to rise on this matter of public importance
(MPI), but it really is just another shonky stunt by a
shonky government — a shonky and failed
government, a government that is full of spin, full of
thieves and really never gets on with the job. All they
are ever trying to do is push people around and bully
their way through processes.
What have we got? This has come from the member for
Werribee. This is an MPI from the member for
Werribee, the Treasurer. Let us look at the Treasurer.
What an absolute shonk. This is a man known for two
things: he is known for a billion-dollar mistake in
counting, in adding up. He is also known as the man
that said you can get past any law if you want to. He is
so well-qualified to be a Treasurer for this government,
an absolutely failed government. He wants to talk about
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jobs, but this is a Treasurer that is focused on not being
able to count and not being able to tell the truth. He is
pretty much a good example of exactly what this
government is about.
What have we got? That is typical of the approach that
has got this government into so much trouble. You only
have to pick up any newspaper in this state to see
exactly what this government is about. They want to
talk about job creation; they have destroyed thousands
of small businesses across the state. Let me ask you:
where on earth in this MPI is there any mention of or
accounting for those losses? Where are they — or don’t
you count those as jobs? When a person is running a
small business, don’t you count those as jobs? Are they
not jobs? That is the question because you have literally
destroyed thousands of them across this state.
I feel sorry for some of the members on that side of the
chamber because you are actually wearing the bad
deeds of some of your members. But you knew about
it. You could have put your hand up and said, ‘I had no
part in it’, but you did not. Ben, you did not. You did
not put your hand up and say, ‘I wasn’t a thief. I didn’t
steal public money. I didn’t go in there and rort money
from the community. I didn’t do that’, so you are all
guilty. Every one of you is guilty. Instead of dealing
with that, you come in here with some distraction that
you want to talk about. You do not want to talk about
honesty and integrity in your government because there
is none. There is none at all.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Member for
Hastings, through the Chair.
Mr BURGESS — You had every opportunity to
say, ‘I didn’t get involved in that; that wasn’t me’, and
you have not. You have kept quiet.
So what have we got? We have got a problem where
the government comes in here trying another one of its
tacky stunts. If you just for one minute bothered to
compare the rate of jobs to what the federal
government has produced both under us and under
you, you would see the mistake or at least the tackiness
of your approach, because when you look at the
figures, you are failing on every measure. I want to
know: where in this MPI is there any indication that
you have even noticed the thousands of jobs that you
have lost as far as small businesses are concerned? Do
they not matter to you at all? Is there no caring at all
about these small businesses?
Ms Thomas — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
afraid that the member keeps referring to ‘you’, and I
am worried about the reflections he is making on you in
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his contribution. I would ask that he adhere to the
proper way of speaking in the chamber.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I do encourage the
member for Hastings to speak through the Chair and to
refer to members in this house by their correct titles.
Mr BURGESS — I have been, thank you very
much, Deputy Speaker. They are certainly the titles that
suit them. I will definitely speak through the Chair.
We have a real problem in this house, because clearly
any distraction will do to distract from the fact that this
government has destroyed thousands of businesses
across this state, and do they talk about them once? No,
they do not. Do they come in here and talk about the
small businesses for the school cleaners? No. Do they
come in here and talk about the small businesses they
have wiped out with their ridiculous energy prices? No.
Do they come in here and talk about the bus companies
that they have put on notice and the assets of which
they want to steal? No, they do not. Do they talk about
that at all? No, they do not. This is a government that is
a complete failure and does not want to deal with any of
those issues. They would rather talk about statistics,
manipulating them in the right way, as the Treasurer
has said he is capable of doing. If you manipulate any
law, you can get past it — they were his words.
With school cleaners, what have we got? We had
hundreds of school cleaners doing great jobs across the
community. We had a union go out and do a survey and
come back to John Brumby, the Premier at that stage,
but even he did not believe it. He did not act on it. But
this same bit of information that was used then has now
been used to sack hundreds of school cleaning
companies across this state. It just destroyed those
businesses. Does anybody on the other side of
Parliament care about those businesses — those
businesses that had mortgages and had loans to employ
people and to buy equipment to service their local
community schools? Those schools are distraught that
they have lost those businesses. They have now got
cleaners coming into their schools that work less, leave
their schools dirtier and work for companies that
actually underpay them. These cleaners are being paid
less than they were being paid before.
How do you justify that? How can you justify getting
rid of all of those small businesses right across the
metropolitan area on shonky information that was
never substantiated and information where nothing was
produced, other than the minister saying that he
thought this was a better way to go about it? That is not
the way the schools see it, and it is definitely not the
way the families behind those small businesses see it.
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This has really caused great angst out there, but under
this MPI there is no indication of those thousands of
jobs that have been lost — nothing at all, not even a
comment about those thousands of jobs that have been
lost. And yet this government comes in here and
tries to manipulate statistics to make it look like it is
doing a good job. That is just one of the areas where
that is occurring.
Young Street in Frankston — a great example — was
supposed to be a 13-week job. It took 77 weeks to get it
done. I could take you for a walk through Frankston
and you would see 72 empty shops; they represent
72 businesses and 72 families that no longer have an
income. All of those businesses and those families now
no longer employ people. There is no mention of that in
this MPI. That is an absolute disgrace, and the local
member would not even front up to talk to any of those
people. Another disgrace and a mistake that members
on that side make is forgetting that you are elected by
your local community; you are not elected by this
government. You are supposed to come to this place
and tell your government what is going on in your
community and what it needs, but you do not. You go
back to your community and argue why your
government is right, and that is an absolute mistake.
When these things have been brought up about these
small businesses having suffered so badly, what has
been the response? The Minister for Small Business in
another place has had numerous questions raised with
him about all of these small businesses. He was asked
about the bus companies, the assets of which you tried
to steal. What did he say? ‘Not my job’. School
cleaners were raised with him and the fact that small
businesses were being destroyed. He is the Minister for
Small Business. He picks up a pay packet as the
Minister for Small Business, and what was his response
to the question, ‘Will you help them’? It was, ‘Not my
job’. Regarding Young Street, when he was asked,
‘What will you do to help these small businesses that
are suffering under this government?’, what was his
response? ‘Not my job’. On Melbourne Metro rail and
the businesses that have been absolutely destroyed by
the way this government has gone about that project,
bullying its way through, what was his response? ‘Not
my job’. On Bolton Street in Eltham, it was, ‘Not my
job’. On the forestry industry, it was, ‘Not my job’.
Energy prices right across this state were going to
increase by 4 per cent when you forced Hazelwood to
close. How has that ended up? We have had doubling
and tripling of energy costs across this state. And what
does the Premier try and do? He tries to blame
privatisation. One of your heroes, Prime Minister
Gillard, said that Victoria had done a great job and was
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a shining example for all other states, but now you are
saying that privatisation is the problem and that is why
prices have gone up. They were not up when you were
changing this and when you were driving Hazelwood
out of business. They were not up, but they are now,
and it is this government’s fault.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (15:14) — I do not know
what I could possibly say after that. Apparently we just
heard from the shadow minister for small business. I
think what I have concluded from that is that he lives in
a parallel universe to the rest of us. He lives in an
alternate facts universe. When he was questioning the
facts on job start-up, he was questioning the Australian
Bureau of Statistics, trying to imply that figures have
been played with. Well, this is not the US and you are
not Donald Trump, mate. You are not the shadow
minister for small business. I think you are actually the
shadow minister for small thinking; that is all there is
that is small about it.
I would like to talk to the house about our major
projects agenda in particular. We have seen that the
Victorian Industry Participation Policy (VIPP) ensures
that on major projects medium and small-sized
enterprises are given a full and fair opportunity to
compete for government contracts such as hospitals,
schools and road projects while we still achieve value
for money. When we came to office we reviewed the
VIPP and made sure it did more to deliver opportunities
for small businesses and for workers. You actually can
do both, but you would not know that from the shadow
minister for small thinking. To date, the Andrews Labor
government has declared 88 VIPP strategic projects.
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, you corrected me and asked me to refer to
people by their correct title. Could you do the same,
please?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I do encourage
members to refer to members by their correct titles. The
member for Yan Yean to continue.
Ms GREEN — Thank you for your ruling, Deputy
Speaker. I do recall the ruling in relation to the previous
member was about using the pronoun ‘you’. I will not
do that because that would be disrespectful to the Chair,
and I would not do that. I would alert the member for
Hastings —
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, the member for Yan Yean was not listening to
your ruling because the ruling was on both of those
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issues, one including referring to people by their correct
titles. So while you are sitting in the house you
probably should listen to the debate if you are going to
speak.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I encourage
all members to obey the standing orders of the house.
Ms GREEN — I would alert the member for
Hastings to the fact that the Andrews Labor
government has declared 88 VIPP strategic projects
compared with eight under the coalition’s watch. I think
that pretty much sums up the level of activity that
occurred during the preceding four years and what has
happened on our watch. They might want to try and say
that there is an alternate universe where they actually
did do something, where in fact they did deliver
Doncaster Rail, airport rail and Rowville rail and that
there were a gazillion jobs generated through that, but
unfortunately we just had the ghost train on all three of
those lines and there were no jobs generated. Maybe
there were some jobs generated on some reports, but
there was nothing done. They looked at it and they did
not deliver.
But on this side of the house we have delivered major
projects which have seen great benefits to small
business and to workers, with decreased payroll tax for
everyone across the state. In regional Victoria outside
metropolitan Melbourne we have the lowest payroll tax
in the country. It is half that of Melbourne and it is
making a difference. As the member for Macedon said,
it is making a huge difference in peri-urban areas like
ours. Not only does it make a difference in areas like
the Shire of Macedon Ranges and the Shire of
Mitchell — every one of those municipalities in the
ring around Melbourne in addition to the regional cities
can take advantage of that — but it will actually have
the long-term benefit of easing congestion because
workers will be able to go and travel in a counter-peak
direction to get to jobs outside the urban growth
boundary. That is what this government is doing.
We have had a huge agenda. The metro rail project is
12 months ahead of schedule and that has had
enormous jobs growth. The Mernda rail project is just a
gift that keeps giving. Many people simply saw this as a
transportation project. It has been so much more than
that. We have seen more than 3000 jobs in the delivery
of that project, and I would like to commend the Level
Crossing Removal Authority and John Holland for
delivering that project more than six months ahead of
schedule. John Holland has delivered that project in
about 12 months. They also did the South Morang rail
extension, which was not as complex a project but it
took twice as long, so the innovation that John Holland
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have used has seen the early delivery of that project.
We actually need projects to be delivered early because
there are so many projects in the market. Sometimes
you get to the point of there not being enough
competition because there is so much work here in
Victoria. So the delivery of projects early means that
jobs can be generated in the next area.
I will just go through a whole lot of other
job-generating projects in my electorate. The member
for Eltham, the member for Ivanhoe, the member for
Bundoora and I have been very pleased at the results of
the Hurstbridge rail line upgrade stage 1, which was
also delivered six months ahead of schedule, and the
Chandler Highway for the north-eastern suburbs. There
is also the Yan Yean Road duplication project. I have
spoken to many workers on the Yan Yean Road
project, part of which is right outside my office, and
almost all of those workers are local.
We have not just looked at those that are in existing
work. We have actually worked hard to get those who
have had challenges getting into work, especially those
that were displaced through the automotive industry
closure. That particularly hit the north hard when the
federal government — then led by Tony Abbott, who
led with his chin — challenged the companies to close
down the industry, and that is what they did. We have
provided $100 million of targeted assistance including
$58.5 million on the automotive transition plan. This
fund alone has provided assistance to over
40 businesses and created over 1200 new jobs. A
thousand of those jobs are suitable for ex-auto workers.
This targeted support has also resulted in less than
20 per cent of the tier 1 and 2 automotive supply chain
businesses in Victoria closing, which is a great outcome.
We have a Major Projects Skills Guarantee, and I know
how when I went to speak to preapprenticeship students
at Whittlesea Secondary College their eyes lit up when I
told them that they would have priority in being able to
get jobs on projects like the Mernda rail project and the
Melbourne Metro project.
We have had numerous school projects in my
electorate. Mernda Central College has had lots of local
jobs. Mernda Central and Mernda Park Primary School
have been in partnership with the YMCA. The YMCA
is operating stadiums and courts there that are actually
delivering jobs to young people able to work on those
projects. Women returning to work are working at
Kingswim, an arm of the YMCA, which is part of the
public-private partnership schools consortia. They
thought that it would take two years before they were
fully subscribed. It took 90 days, and it —
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Mr Burgess — Deputy Speaker, I call your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member’s time
has expired.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (15:24) — I am pleased to
rise today to speak on the matter of public importance
(MPI) as submitted by the member for Werribee. We
can see that the MPI is about jobs, but we certainly
know from those opposite that there is only one job that
they are interested in, and that is their own job.
Yesterday, particularly during the extensive debate on
the motion of no confidence, we heard all about the
levels that those opposite will go to in doing and saying
anything to keep their own jobs.
I think that is best epitomised to me by looking at the
Ombudsman’s report that was handed down in March of
this year in relation to the so-called red shirts rorting. In
particular I want to look at page 76 of that document
because in terms of jobs this is where we can see at least
the 17 jobs dealt with there. If we look at that table on
page 76, we can see how those opposite have looked
after themselves. We can see that in the right-hand
column of that table there are seven new members of
Parliament as the beneficiaries of the particular rorting
that went on in this place, and we can see that there are
10 former members of Parliament that were
subsequently returned to this place. That is a total of
17 members of Parliament that have been the direct
beneficiaries of the rorting that has gone on in this place.
It is interesting to know that a couple of those members
that were beneficiaries have indeed spoken on this MPI.
I guess that is appropriate given that their jobs have been
secured as a result of the work done and the rorting that
took place, as identified by the Ombudsman.
We can also turn to page 64 of that same report, the
Ombudsman’s report from March this year, and we can
see how much money was stolen from Victorian
taxpayers — just under $390 000 has been canvassed,
as I said, in this place many, many times. From the
table on that particular page, page 64, we can see the
list of members of Parliament that rorted their electorate
budgets to provide funds to try to get these other
members into their jobs. We can see that it starts off
with John Lenders there, who got one member in while
one member missed out. We have got Jenny Mikakos
in the Legislative Council with $21 000 odd, and the
candidate failed. We have got Gayle Tierney in the
Legislative Council with about $21 000 as well, and the
candidate failed. We have got Matt Viney with just
under $19 000, and his candidate failed as well.
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Some of them had a good return on their investment
and others not so good. We can see that Shaun Leane in
the Legislative Council had a relatively modest amount
in terms of the overall numbers canvassed on this
particular page with his $2358 rorted from his
electorate office budget, and we can see that he had one
failed and one successful candidate. As I said, yesterday
was a good opportunity to canvass the importance or
the emphasis for those opposite of looking after their
own jobs at the expense of other jobs.
I now want to turn and look in some more detail at
Labor’s record on jobs in government. Particularly I
want to touch on a couple of regional areas, specifically
the Latrobe-Gippsland region. We can see that since
Labor came to government the unemployment rate in
that particular region has gone up from 6 per cent in
December 2014 to 7.7 per cent in June 2018. There
have been a number of reasons for that, but a couple
that I want to touch on, and the primary ones as I
understand it from the local members down that way,
are clearly, firstly, Labor’s tax increase on brown
coal — the tripling of the brown coal royalty, which
resulted in the closure of the Hazelwood power station
in March 2017. That resulted in 750 direct jobs lost and
thousands and thousands of indirect jobs lost. The
consequence of that decision has been even more
far-reaching than the Gippsland region of course. It has
been throughout the state of Victoria with the resultant
skyrocketing prices of electricity, and I will be coming
back and talking more about that a little bit later.
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have just been devastating for many, many small
businesses throughout the state. Indeed it has been
devastating for many larger businesses as well, but
oftentimes they have got more of a capacity to
withstand a shock such as an electricity price shock,
which they have been receiving like all of the residents
and businesspeople here in the state of Victoria.
It has been sad, as I have gone around my electorate of
Forest Hill, to be talking to some of the small businesses
and just hear the fact that the owners particularly are
having to work harder and longer now than they ever
have. They have had to either not hire, as businesses that
tried to grow, or else indeed have had to sack people and
put off people or cut their shifts back. Again, that is
what we do not hear anything about from the other side,
but that is a direct result of the bad policy decisions of
this government and the fact that that has flowed
through to the increase in electricity prices here in
Victoria and is directly impacting on small businesses.
Young people very often are the ones, particularly in
the hospitality area, who are impacted because the
owner will have to work extra shifts and work longer
and harder and the casual workers very often will get
put off altogether or receive less shifts during the course
of a week. That has got implications for them, because
they have got to then look at other opportunities for
employment and go out and make sure they can
continue to earn the income they need.

Equally as importantly the closure has impacted on
other businesses around there and businesses that had
downstream dealings with the Hazelwood power plant
as well. In addition to that we had the scaling back of
the Heyfield timber mill in March 2017, and we heard
the member for Gippsland East discussing that earlier
in this debate. Again that is a situation that arose
directly as a result of the government’s mismanagement
of the timber industry in Victoria. The particular
decisions taken around that resulted in the consequent
loss of 100 direct jobs, and countless other jobs
downstream in related industries have also been lost.
We can see there again it is like throwing a rock into a
pond: the ripple effect goes out and out, has unintended
consequences and catches all sorts of other innocent
bystanders in its wake. That is exactly what has
happened in terms of these two massive losses down in
the Latrobe-Gippsland region.

Probably one of the major matters I have been hearing
about in recent weeks in my area is the issue of school
cleaners. This has been a devastating blow from the
government. Again, it is totally against small
businesses. I was talking to a fellow a few weeks ago
who overnight lost 65 per cent of his small business. He
had been a faithful, loyal and very good cleaner of a
range of schools, and with the stroke of a pen the
minister has sacked him, and as a result of that many of
his staff have had to be let go. He is desperately trying
to rebuild his business in other areas. I have spoken in
this place in the last sitting week about the implication
for schools that are paying more and getting less, and
the quality of the work that they are getting is
significantly less. Again, decisions made by this
government directly impact upon small businesses and
jobs here in Victoria. We do not hear anything at all
from the other side in relation to the people who have
lost their jobs as a result of that particular policy change
by the government.

We can see, as others have said, particularly the
member for Hastings, who spoke a moment ago, the
impact that these decisions have had on small
businesses, and that is another area that I want to
particularly highlight. The increasing electricity prices

We know in terms of other disincentives for small
businesses and indeed for other businesses as well that
we have got a government here that promised there
would be no new or increased taxes, but they have
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brought in 12 new or increased taxes. What a
devastating effect that has had on the economy and
businesses here in Victoria. That has had direct job
implications again, and I have spoken about Hazelwood
particularly in relation to that, but it is also in terms of
the flow-on effects. We are the highest taxing state here
in Victoria in Australia, and it has just got terrible
implications for those people that are trying to run a
business and employ people and indeed create and
generate more jobs as they go.
In conclusion, we can see that the government is
trumpeting a whole lot of numbers in the MPI as
submitted, but I think if we look at some of the cost
blowouts of the major projects, whether that is the West
Gate tunnel, the Metro Tunnel, the level crossing
removals, the north-east link or the east–west link that
was cancelled, or whether we look at other projects, we
can see that a lot of the growth, or so-called growth,
that is coming in some of those areas will be very
temporary and it is being paid at a premium by
Victorian taxpayers.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (15:34) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on this matter of public importance
submitted by the member for Werribee. As we have
heard, this is about the 370 000 jobs that the Andrews
Labor government has created in Victoria but also
about what will happen if we see a return of a Liberal
coalition government after the next election, given all
the job cuts that we saw prior to us winning the election
in 2014. We have created 370 000 jobs in our term, as
compared to 96 000 created by those opposite.
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the issue. It sent shock waves through the community.
There is no doubt about that. By 2014 people were
coming to see me, sending emails and messages,
saying, ‘Please, you must win government to start
dealing with some of the problems we’re having’. It
was not just constituents, it was businesses and it was
people who had an interest in Geelong who wanted to
see Geelong overcome some of the difficulties we were
about to face.
I was really proud to be part of a government that
actually did do something in 2014–15 when it came to
government. We started looking at those issues and
how we might support particularly those workers from
Ford. Unfortunately Alcoa workers had already well
and truly gone; however, some of them remained
unemployed but they are now employed in positions
thanks to the Labor government. Putting the auto
transition task force in place was a key part of ensuring
that we monitored those workers and that those workers
were able to be given job opportunities, training and
reskilling through a whole range of measures which I
will get onto in a moment.

Whilst in government between 2010 and 2014 we saw
those opposite sit back and watch jobs haemorrhage
from Geelong. That is certainly a good description of
what happened in my community of Geelong, being the
largest regional city and being a manufacturing town.
There were the announcements around Alcoa and Ford.
We saw Alcoa shut its doors and hundreds of workers
lose their jobs, and we saw the announcement of Ford
closing its doors. At that point in time a number of
people were losing their jobs, and of course we know
that over the first couple of years of our term Ford
actually wound down. The minister at the time, who is
in the chamber now, the former Minister for Industry
and Employment, put in place a huge amount of work
to help prevent those workers from being left on the
scrap heap.

It was not just our manufacturing industry that suffered
under the previous government. We saw the public
sector cut to even below the bare minimum. We had
teachers and principals in our schools telling us that
there was no-one to call in the education department
when they had issues or needed questions answered.
They could not get a response for weeks on end
because the department had been cut to the bare bone.
We saw that happening in our education system. We
saw teachers going. We saw administrative people
going. The education system, and our schools, I might
add, were in appalling condition. We saw TAFE on its
knees. Gordon TAFE in Geelong, a great institution
that has been around for a very long time, was slashed
to the point where it was barely able to continue to
function. I think the fact that we won government in
2014 actually saved it from closing its doors. It was
very, very close. TAFE teachers went. We are now in a
position where during our term we have had to try to
bring those skills back. We have funded so many new
courses in our TAFEs. We are rebuilding our TAFEs to
ensure that we are reskilling workers and providing
training opportunities for redundant workers or for
young people who are looking at different courses at
TAFE. They can actually now access those courses and
get the skills they need.

I have to say that during the time of the previous
government, when they were in power, when the
announcements were made they did absolutely nothing.
They were happy to see those jobs haemorrhage from
Geelong without any consideration for how to deal with

We also started construction of the new tech school in
Geelong, which is looking at the jobs of the future. It is
very significant for Geelong. Not only is it supporting
our TAFE because it is on the Gordon TAFE site, but it
is targeted to secondary school students right across the
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region, both public and private, who can access it to
learn skills for future jobs. But most interesting is the
industry that has come on board and supported that. We
are very lucky in Geelong to have such strong support
from people in industry who want to play a significant
role in ensuring that our young people have the skills
and training they need for the jobs of the future.
Of course we saw our police numbers cut. There were
significant cuts to police and significant cuts to our
ambulance paramedics. Those public sector jobs —
those first responders, who we rely on as a
community — were also cut to the bare bone. Services
were not able to be provided the way they should be,
and we saw many, many issues arising in my
community because of those cuts. In our public service
it was not only those first responders and our education
system that experienced cuts, but it was also the
Department of Health and Human Services — those
who look after the most vulnerable in our community.
They were desperately trying to hang in there to keep
providing services to our community. As I said, some of
the most vulnerable people relied on those services but
were not getting what they deserved because there were
not the workers in place to be able to provide them.
The important thing is that now in Geelong people are
starting to see what we have done. Geelong is now a
thriving community. We have seen payroll tax
reductions. Our small businesses are very, very happy
with that outcome. I have been speaking to many small
businesses in the Geelong community, and they are
very, very happy with what has happened. We also
saw the establishment of the Jobs Victoria
Employment Network (JVEN). The former minister
did an amazing job in setting that up. In Geelong it has
just been amazing.
I want to go to an email I received the other day, and I
am sure the former minister will be interested in
hearing this:
You may not remember me, but I am the distressed mum you
spoke with a few months ago in High Street, Belmont, one
Saturday morning.
I told you about my daughter —

I will not say her name —
distress at not being able to find work and her subsequent
sleeping tablet overdose.
I just wanted to let you know that through your help and
effort to find her work assistance, she has gone on to find a
traineeship at a real estate valuers. She is quite a different girl,
and is really loving her work and is also studying for cert III
admin. She is now saving for a car and has lost 12 kilograms,
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all because you helped us find someone who helped her have
a chance at gaining employment.

That was the JVEN. That is one of many stories I have
heard in Geelong over the almost four years that I have
been the member for that electorate. That story just
goes to show what a program like Jobs Victoria
Employment Network actually does for people and
how it impacts on their lives.
We are creating jobs in Geelong — construction jobs,
the WorkSafe building, Geelong Performing Arts
Centre, the new tech school. We are looking at the
future with the new solar announcements, which will
create hundreds of jobs in electorates like mine. The
new prison at Barwon, the convention centre and the
city deal, the women and children’s hospital for
Geelong — all those will create jobs for the future. I
know that in my electorate of Geelong people are really
looking forward to a returned Labor government
because they know that it delivers. We have delivered
in this term, and we will deliver if we win government
in November this year. I will be very proud to continue
on as the member for Geelong and finish the work that
we need to continue in communities like Geelong.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (15:45) — It is always
interesting to listen to those revisionists of history talk
about how it was and how it is. It is interesting that
nobody mentioned that Julia Gillard was Prime
Minister in May 2013 when Ford first announced that
they were actually leaving. It is interesting when you
listen to members on the other side talk about a federal
Liberal government and Tony Abbott as the Prime
Minister who got rid of Ford. Tony Abbott was not
Prime Minister in May 2013. How could it be Tony
Abbott’s fault that Ford left in 2013 when they made
that announcement? If you are going to say that, then I
would say it is the Andrews Labor government that has
presided over the closure of Ford. Ford did not leave
until 2016. You were two years into government.
Ms Couzens — They were already making people
redundant. Get your facts right.
Mr WATT — I am. In 2013 they made the
announcement when Julia Gillard was Prime Minister,
and you as a member of Parliament oversaw the closure
in 2016. When you look at Toyota, it is also interesting.
October 2017 is when they closed. Who was in
government in Victoria in 2017?
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr WATT — The member for Hastings says,
‘Maybe Labor’. Maybe it was Labor. The revisionists
of history cannot have it both ways. Either it was the
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federal government’s fault when they made the
announcement or the state government’s fault — you
can choose — or it is when they actually closed that
people should take credit for it. What we see are car
manufacturers leaving this state two and three years
after the election of the Andrews Labor government.
You can say whatever you like, but those are the facts
and that is what we know.
You can also look at the fact that these are not the only
businesses that are closing. If I walk down the shopping
strip in Burwood from where my office is and I just
walk down to the corner, I see that the old IGA site is
currently empty. But that is not the only site I see that is
empty, because I have already walked past Wisteria,
which is gone. I have already walked past Balloons
Party Hire — once again, empty. I have already walked
past A&C Fish ’n’ Chippery — empty. I have already
walked past Australian Mantelpiece; they have gone.
That is only on one side of the street. When I go to the
post office and walk back up I notice that the ANZ is
gone, the National Australia Bank is gone, Belinda
Janes is gone, Tres Beau is gone, Burwood Meats is
gone and the orthodontist has gone. This is in a very
small shopping strip in Burwood, where my office is.
All of these businesses have gone. And here is the clue:
they have all gone under a Labor government. Under a
Labor government they have all disappeared. In the
four years we were in government they were all there,
and now they are not. They have all gone under a
Labor government.
I think about why it is that over the last four years all of
these business have gone. Why is it? I hear the
members opposite crow about the fact that there was a
cut in payroll tax. They talk about this $40 million cut
in payroll tax. It is really interesting to talk about a
$40 million cut in payroll tax when you have taken an
extra billion dollars in payroll tax. Only a Labor
government could celebrate a $1 billion increase in
payroll tax as a cut. Only a Labor government would sit
here and have a minister crow about the fact that only
20 per cent of businesses in a particular industry have
closed. He is happy about that, and he celebrates that.
We have ministers on that side celebrating all of these
figures. You have got the Treasurer celebrating an
increase in the payroll tax and trying to say it is actually
a decrease, you have got the Minister for Industry and
Employment celebrating the fact that 20 per cent of
businesses in industry have closed down, you have got
the member for Geelong up the back there celebrating
the same thing and you have got all of these members
on that side celebrating when actually businesses are
doing it tough.
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I know in my electorate of Burwood businesses are
doing it tough. I have talked about those shops on that
strip just in the Burwood village shopping strip down
on Warrigal Road. I have not talked about the ones
further down. I have not even talked about the fact that
NQR has disappeared; Not Quite Right is gone. Do you
know what else is not quite right? This government is
not quite right, because what it does not understand and
what it does not get is that people are suffering. And
why are people suffering? You have got to ask why
people are suffering.
Mr Angus interjected.
Mr WATT — The member for Forest Hill is right.
Not only are we the highest taxing state in the country,
but this government has decided to attack cleaners. It is
not the first time they have attacked cleaners, by the
way. They did it when they were members of the union.
They attacked the cleaners and made sure they did not
get decent pay. Now what they are actually doing is
wiping them out altogether. They could not do the job
before when they were in the unions, so they got into
government to wipe them out. I have got schools in my
electorate contacting me and telling me that there are
major, major problems with the cleaning at schools.
There are significant problems, because this
government and the Minister for Education, who is
sitting in here, decided to centralise. And why are we
centralising?
An honourable member — Control.
Mr WATT — Control — you’ve got it. Unionise.
‘If we centralise, we can unionise, and that way we can
completely screw the workers’. I tell you what —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr WATT — Exactly. Why do you hate workers?
The Minister for Planning asked the Minister for
Education, ‘Why do you hate workers? Why do you
hate cleaners?’. I do not understand why the Labor
Party hates cleaners. I have got cleaners in my
electorate who were doing a good job in the schools,
and I have got schools that were happy, and now the
cleaners are not happy because they do not have a job
and the schools are not happy because the job is not
being done properly.
We can talk about the buses. In my electorate — well,
not just in my electorate but right across the state — the
government have decided they do not like business,
clearly, because they have closed a lot of businesses in
Burwood. They have closed the cleaning businesses.
Then they went after buses and tried to attack the bus
companies and close them down, because this
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government wants to centralise and nationalise. They
have forgotten what the history is, and they have
forgotten the fact that they were the guys that started
privatisation in 1992 with Loy Yang B. They forgot
that it was the Labor Party and the great Joan Kirner
who started privatisation in this state, and now we have
got the Premier trying to do a backflip and pretend by
saying, ‘No, it’s got nothing to do with me; we don’t
like that. We don’t like privatisation. We sold the port
of Melbourne, but we don’t like privatisation. We’re
selling the land titles office, but we don’t like
privatisation. No, we centralise and we nationalise’.
What we have here is a government that decided it
wanted to put buses out of business. It wanted to put
the bus companies out of business, but unfortunately
this government realises that there is an election
coming and that buses running around with big signs
on them saying ‘Don’t vote Labor’ probably is not
very good for their election chances in places like
Mordialloc. So maybe they just decided, ‘Let’s try to
put that to bed, let’s not talk about that and let’s just
see what we can do to delay it’. You have got time. If
you get re-elected, you can screw them over next term,
just like you did all the other businesses for the grand
final parade public holiday.
On the grand final parade public holiday, I actually
doorknocked all the businesses in my electorate. It is
quite interesting because it was not just the business
owners who saw how stupid the policy was; it was
actually the people who are working. I spoke to
somebody who is a mechanic, and he said, ‘Great,
we’ve got this grand final parade public holiday —
magnificent! I get to have Friday off, and then I have to
work all day Saturday to make up for it. I can go to the
grand final parade; I just can’t watch the footy’.
Previously what happened was the boss said, ‘It’s the
grand final. Take half a day off and spend the grand
final with your family’, or maybe, if you are lucky
enough to have tickets, ‘Go and watch the game’, but
no, not anymore. Now they can actually go to the grand
final parade; they just cannot watch the game. This is —
An honourable member — Insanity.
Mr WATT — It is insanity, but this is Labor. Only
Labor would celebrate this. ‘We’re going to increase
power prices by 4 per cent. Unfortunately it went up by
20 per cent, lots of people lost their jobs and now
businesses are suffering, but don’t look here. Blame it
on the feds; it’s all the feds’ problem. Don’t blame me’.
That is the attitude of this government. But fortunately
my electorate and the people on this side do understand.
We understand that we have a record which we should
be proud of. The Labor Party have a record that they
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should be ashamed of. They should be ashamed. You
just have to open your eyes and have a look at how
many businesses are closing and how many businesses
are suffering. Even if you did not want to close them,
you are.
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) (15:55) — How great
it is to rise to contribute on this outstanding matter of
public importance (MPI) led by the Treasurer, who has
created hundreds of thousands of jobs in this state. I just
follow up on what the member for Burwood spoke
about when he mentioned NQR, or Not Quite Right,
and I think we all know what is NQR in relation to that
speech and those members opposite in this house. What
was NQR was the four years that Victoria had to suffer
under the Liberal-Nationals coalition.
Who could forget it? When those of us who were in this
house for the term — and I am looking at the Deputy
Speaker and the member for Wendouree — came into
this house, I had worked for the Bracks government and
had had a lot to do with the Brumby Labor government,
and we knew back then that jobs were central, central to
people’s lives and central to the purpose of government.
The losing of jobs or the obtaining of jobs was what
kept Steve Bracks up at night, it was what kept John
Brumby up at night and it is certainly what keeps the
Premier up at night. We came into this great place
thinking those on the other side, who had attained
government and were occupying these benches, must
feel the same: ‘Deep down, whatever our differences
are, they must care about Victorian jobs’. Well, it was
like Victoria was walking in glue from day one.
Who could forget the then Premier Baillieu’s signature
speech, the Victorian families statement. Remember
that, member for Wendouree, the Victorian families
statement? It was very confusing. No-one really knew
anyone was standing against families or for families.
We all had a family. We all loved our family. We were
not sure what that meant. There was then no review of
what the families statement meant. It sank without a
trace. But I will tell you what never appeared. Member
for Oakleigh, I am sure you have heard about the
Victorian families statement; it riveted the nation. It so
riveted the nation that I tried to google it to talk about it
today, and it cannot be found. So the Victorian families
statement was so much hoo-ha, but I tell you what
never came out of those opposite and what was called
for time and time again by the then opposition leader,
now Premier, and the then deputy leader, the current
Minister for Education; they called time and time again,
‘Where is your jobs plan?’ to Ted Baillieu and to Denis
Napthine, ‘Where is your jobs plan?’. And they would
look at us like we were speaking another language that
they did not understand, like another photo of the
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families statement. We were going through closure
after closure. Businesses were leaving this state in
droves. We would come into this house and demand a
jobs plan — day in, day out, never a jobs plan.
My colleague sitting here lost a bit of focus I think
during the member for Burwood’s speech, and I just
had a look at what she was doing. She had ordered
herself a calming blanket, which is a lovely device. But
Victoria for those four years was under a calming
blanket. It was under a haze that started in this chamber
and descended over the state as a whole. For the
automotive industry we know just how devastating that
was, when we had Abbott and Hockey goading the
companies to leave — goading them with glee. And,
would you believe it, they left, and the flow-on effects
have been extraordinary.
To hear the Minister for Industry and Employment
today talk about 150 jobs for Holden — that is
transformative. That is changing people’s lives and
changing this state’s life, and we cannot as a state ever
afford to go back to that level of inertia, to that level of
sleeping gas that absolutely took them all out and
meant they were not doing what they were supposed to
be doing.
I do recall again that they ridiculed us across the
chamber when we, then in opposition, set really
ambitious but achievable targets for jobs and when we
made jobs central to our election platform. Then from
day one we went about and delivered those jobs — far
more than we had promised, far more than we had told
the Victorian people. As I said before, what keeps us
up at night on this side of the house is making sure
each and every Victorian, regardless of where they
come from, has access to education that leads them to a
decent job with fair pay, proper conditions and a safe
working environment. That is why we on this side of
the house are damn proud of this MPI. As we lead into
the November 2018 election, which is only 90 days —
or whatever it is — away, we are going in with a
very proud record on jobs, but there is always more to
be done.
Once again, if we just look at this last week gone by,
there has been the madness that is going on in
Canberra, and I think there is further madness. I do
understand just from tweets that Turnbull has now
rubbished Dutton’s proposal on energy and said it
would blow a hole in the budget. Your colleagues are
absolutely and utterly in freefall and seemingly going
nowhere. And while they are fighting among
themselves and no doubt the Liberals on the other side
are working out which faction they are in and who they
are supporting, through the midst of all of that —
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Mr M. O’Brien — Do you want to talk about
factions, Jane?
Ms GARRETT — Yes, I do. I am very proud of my
faction. This is a faction devoted to jobs, the industrial
left faction. So —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT — No, they love me. It is fine. So
we have the Premier announcing an innovative and
bold outcome, and what was that? It was
650 000 houses to get solar panels under a 10-year plan,
which will create 5500 new jobs, which will see
4500 electricians get additional skill sets to go out and
create. And what does this do, member for
Williamstown?
Mr Noonan interjected.
Ms GARRETT — It creates jobs. It supports
training and accreditation for our outstanding
electricians. It has been welcomed by the Electrical
Trades Union, as it should be; it has been welcomed by
industry, as it should be; it has been welcomed by
consumers, as it should be, because it will see a cut of
$890 in electricity bills; and of course it is going to be
welcomed by the planet, because we are powering
Victoria with a significant, visionary contribution that
will see energy prices fall and emissions fall. Let me
tell you: where I am from, in Brunswick, they are very
keen on it. They like it there, and they will like it all
around the state. I look forward to the Greens party just
jumping on board with that. I mean, how good is that?
Ms Sandell interjected.
Ms GARRETT — Oh, we’ve copied the Greens
policy! Don’t tell me we are implementing Greens
policy when there are three of them. Yes! Oh, my
goodness, silly me.
I want to touch just briefly as we finish on what is NQR
about all those parties opposite. Apparently again the
Greens political party deliver all of the policies of the
Labor government. We really should not bother
showing up. I would like to comment on just the Major
Projects Skills Guarantee again, because in terms of
providing for your family, having a sense of dignity,
having a purpose in life, being engaged, being a part of
the community, that starts when you can go to a proper
school, when you can get a free TAFE course to do
something you want to do and when you can go on
building sites that are safe, and the Minister for
Planning was triumphant today with that policy hitting
the floor of the house.
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To have as part of this government’s commitment —
and we have already helped more than 1250 apprentices,
trainees and engineering cadets kickstart their careers —
this is just the beginning, members of this house. We are
creating a skilled workforce who can go to work with
dignity, respect and a future. I could not be more proud
than to stand here and say that this is a government
about jobs — and it will be putting a very strong jobs
pitch to the Victorian people.
Motion agreed to.

BUILDING AMENDMENT
(REGISTRATION OF BUILDING TRADES
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr NOONAN
(Williamstown).
Debate adjourned until later this today.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
(LONG-TERM TENANCY AGREEMENTS)
BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 2, line 5, omit “1 August 2018” and insert
“1 February 2019”.

2.

Clause 19, line 3, omit “1 August 2019” and insert
“1 February 2020”.

Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (16:04) — I move:
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exactly one year since this bill was introduced into this
house. It has taken exactly a year. Last week we had to
consider some amendments that came from the
Legislative Council for a bill that had taken 807 days.
This one was only 365 days. Ideally if a bill is a good
one and it is introduced in here and then taken through
to the upper house, it is about 14 days between debates.
For the Owners Corporations Amendment (Short-stay
Accommodation) Bill 2016 it was 807 days. We knew
it was really critical to a lot of people in short-stay
apartments in owners corporation situations, and this
one has also been mooted as supposedly something
very important.
The only problem is that in my 12 years as a local MP I
have never had a single person come in and say, ‘It will
give me security of tenure if I have a five-year lease’.
Knowing that that is actually already available, I am not
quite sure why we had to legislate. We asked some
questions in the upper house. Maybe that was why it
was delayed a little bit. We wanted to know why this
was supposedly a priority and why it took a year to
pursue legislation about five-year leases, especially
when obviously the peak body is discouraging people
from doing that and when so many people are having
problems with short-stay leases and year-to-year leases
as it is, and we are going to add five-year leases to that.
The bill was due to commence on 1 August this year. It
missed that deadline because it took so long to get
through the upper house. Does it now become
retrospective? Can all those people who have missed
out during that time go back in and say, ‘Well, hang on.
It was supposed to commence on 1 August. Can we
now have our leases backdated and then made five-year
leases from now?’. I would not think so, but if that is
what they had anticipated, if they were looking at that
before they signed a lease, maybe that is what they will
ask for now. So do we need to amend that or do we just
need to amend the dates that are before the house?

Clause 2 of the bill provides a default commencement
date of 1 August 2018 unless an earlier date was
proclaimed and clause 19 provides that the amending
act is to be repealed on 1 August 2019, 12 months after
the default commencement date. Given that the bill has
not passed by the default commencement date, the
above dates need to be amended. Therefore these will
be 1 February 2019 and 1 February 2020 respectively.
The house amendments have been passed by the
upper house.

I suppose one of the questions that we really wanted
answered — and again it might have been that that is
why it took a little bit longer in the upper house, and the
minister is not here to answer any of that but that is
okay — is whether or not it was the intention of the
government to reduce the flexibility of the leases over
the five years by casting them under the same rules as
the year-to-year leases. So there are a whole lot of
things that we could have still been debating if we had
known we had that long, a year to actually get through
all of this. I am sorry, but I do not see that any of that
has been resolved.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (16:06) — I want to
wish the minister at the table a happy anniversary. It is

Of course there are things around prescribed prohibited
items which are not mentioned in the existing

That the amendments be agreed to.
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section 26 for agreements that are less than five years.
They are supposed to be there for the agreements of
more than five years but we cannot see those anywhere.
Where are the prohibited items listed? Where are they
prescribed? We are passing this bill. We asked for it to
have a new commencement date but we still have
unresolved issues. They are not here in the existing
legislation. We certainly have not seen any regulation
around this come out. You would have thought that
with a year between the first reading of this particular
bill and what we have before the house that perhaps
those might have come into play or at least have had
exposure to the industry.
As I say, it is an anniversary. It is not one that this
government needs to necessarily be proud of, that it has
taken a year to get something through that it was so
proud of at the time. It has taken a year and it is nice to
get it done in a year, instead of 807 days, as it was for
the Owners Corporations Amendment (Short-stay
Accommodation) Bill. We were doing exactly the same
thing last week, amending a commencement date
because of the tardiness and lack of control over the
agenda in the upper house — actually in the lower
house too.
We are still waiting on the Attorney-General’s bill to
go through the upper house. It is one that is crucial to
the industry. If you look at how it affects the Real
Estate Institute of Victoria on the rebate statement and
the fact that some of the proceedings against real estate
agents that are happening at the moment where the
state has been joined in those proceedings in the courts,
I think that that is something that was far more
important to get through than something that nobody
had ever asked for. People in the industry are actually
begging for the other legislation to go through and we
still do not have a date as to when that will be passed,
obviously protecting a lot of people who have small
businesses. Obviously that was relevant to the matter
of public importance that was being talked about
before — that is, how do we protect small businesses.
In fact this government has gone about not protecting
those businesses. It has known about the issue since
November last year. It has not pushed that sort of thing
through and allowed this one to dillydally through. The
government chose to bring this one on and give us a
new commencement date rather than doing the things
that are actually going to change lives, that are actually
going to save businesses.
We are not standing in the way of the new
commencement date because it is the government’s
agenda. They can do whatever they like. But I just think
that there are a lot more things sitting on that upper
house notice paper that should have come to us or
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should have been put through the upper house well
before this came to the house.
Motion agreed to.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 7, page 144, line 27, omit “waste; and” and insert
“waste, including— ”.

2.

Clause 7, page 144, after line 27 insert—
“(i) reuse and recycling of the priority waste; and
(ii) if the person produced or generated the priority
waste, avoiding producing or generating similar
priority waste in the future; and”.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (16:12) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

The principles of the waste management hierarchy are
already included in this bill. The waste management
hierarchy sets out an order of preference for
management of waste so far as is reasonably
practicable. Avoidance, re-use and recycling should be
considered first. These amendments further clarify the
principles of the waste hierarchy for priority waste. The
government certainly supports the inclusion of these
amendments, and I note that the opposition in the other
place also supported them. I look forward to the
opposition’s support once again so that we can pass this
bill and return Victoria to the forefront of
environmental protection.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (16:13) — I just
wish to make some brief comments, firstly, on the
amendments. As the minister has indicated, the
opposition will not be opposing the amendments that
are before the house. It must be noted that the
opposition has concerns about the bill and believes the
bill should have been referred to the Environment,
Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee to allow industry the opportunity to have its
voice heard. There are aspects of this bill, particularly
around the implementation of third-party rights in
relation to the new environmental duty, where industry
has concerns about the net effect of those changes, and
it wanted an opportunity to have its voice heard to
express its concerns and to seek clarity around this bill.
We as an opposition believe that it was eminently
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sensible to refer the bill to a committee to allow for that
consultation to occur to ensure that the bill was in fact
properly assessed and that affected stakeholders could
have their voices heard so that the Parliament could
then deal with this bill appropriately.
It is important legislation. Let it be known that it was
the Liberal Party that established the Environment
Protection Authority back in 1970. We strongly believe
in a strong regulator in this space and we firmly believe
that the legislation needs to be reviewed. There are
clearly changes in the bill that bring this legislation into
the 21st century.
The opposition moved a reasoned amendment that was
not successful, so that has been our position. But, as I
said, in regard to the amendments before the house, the
opposition will not be opposing the specific
amendments that we are dealing with today.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (16:15) — I am very
pleased to speak to these amendments that have come
back from the Legislative Council. As noted in my
original speech on this bill, the Greens were really
happy with the Environment Protection Amendment
Bill 2018 overall and congratulate the government on
bringing a good piece of environmental legislation
before this Parliament. There were two issues that we
sought to change to ensure the bill was a bit stronger
than it otherwise would have been. The first was around
waste, which goes to these amendments that are before
us now. These amendments did come about because of
the Greens, and we are very happy that the government
has taken them up. It has been a pleasure working with
them on it. It is a really important thing to deliver
responsible waste management in Victoria.
Previously the bill stated that people managing priority
waste needed to include alternatives to landfill.
However, it could have been read that it was effectively
making incineration the default alternative to landfill.
The amendment now makes it clear that incineration is
definitely not the only option. The amendment requires
those managing this priority waste to consider the waste
hierarchy explicitly, so avoid waste first, then re-use
and recycle before you go to any other options. It much
better embeds the waste hierarchy into the system, so
we are getting it right in terms of actually avoiding the
waste first. That is the way that we should be looking at
waste overall.
We know that the government and particularly the
industry have recently become quite excited by
incineration as a solution to our overflowing tips, but
incineration can have terrible impacts on our health and
on our environment through burning toxic materials if it
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is done poorly. It should absolutely not be the next
option after landfill. It should absolutely not be the first
alternative to landfill. It should not be the starting point
of how we deal with waste, and it definitely should not
happen in place of reducing, re-using, recycling or
avoiding waste in the first place. So we are very glad
that these principles are now better embedded in the bill
due to our amendment.
The other amendment we sought was around requiring
the government to actually spend the money that is in
the Sustainability Fund and report regularly on how it is
being spent and what is left in the fund. As we know,
this money comes into the Sustainability Fund through
the landfill levy. It is supposed to be earmarked for
waste and environmental programs. However, it
historically has not been spent, as successive
governments have preferred to use it to prop up the
Treasury coffers. This money must be spent.
Unfortunately we were not able to get the government
to agree to amendments to this effect. However, we
were pleased that the Special Minister of State in the
other place has made a public statement to the
Parliament agreeing to these principles around
transparency and public reporting around what is in the
fund and how it is spent, and that is a good start.
Motion agreed to.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 July; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial Relations).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (16:18) — The Owner
Drivers and Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2018
is a bill that proposes to make a range of changes to the
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act 2005. In
introducing the bill the government argued that the core
provisions of the bill aimed to strengthen the operation
of the act in supporting small business owner-operators
to better understand their rights and their financial
exposures and to make more informed decisions in
deciding to enter into contracts, as well as to improve
their ability to obtain timely payment from hirers. In
presentation, the bill was one that recognised
owner-drivers and forestry contractors as small
businesses, and that philosophy is certainly one that is
welcome on this side of the house.
However, the worry about this bill is not so much what
is in it but what is the government’s thinking that
underlies it, and underlines what it is trying to do in the
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longer term in relation to owner-drivers and forestry
contractors, because we have seen from the Labor side
of politics, both in Canberra and in Victoria, moves to
try to drive owner-operators out of the transport sector
and indeed out of the forestry contracting sector.
We saw that most particularly in Canberra with
legislation under the previous Labor government that
established a so-called Road Safety Remuneration
Tribunal that clearly had the aim of making it
uncompetitive for small business owner-drivers to win
contracts against larger employee-based and heavily
unionised firms. That, as I am sure many members will
know, led to the controversy that resulted in the federal
coalition government securing the repeal of that
legislation to protect owner-drivers from being driven
out of business. It became clear from the first actions of
the Road Safety Remuneration Tribunal, in setting very
high and uneconomical minimum rates of
remuneration — minimum contract rates — under
which owner-drivers could accept work, that the
objective was to drive them out of business.
Owner-drivers across the nation took up the cause to
defend and protect their livelihoods from bankruptcy
and led a very strong campaign which, as I said,
resulted in that federal legislation being repealed.
The concern that we have had in this state when the
government has spoken about amending owner-drivers
and forestry contractors legislation is that the
government would seek to do at a state level by similar
mechanism what their federal counterparts were
unsuccessful in doing. Indeed that was in a sense
confirmed by an interjection from the Minister for
Industrial Relations when I was speaking on a previous
bill and referred to the government’s covert attempts to
introduce such a regime. She interjected to protest that
it was not covert at all; they were going to do it by
legislation. When this bill arrived in this chamber it
thus was some surprise to see those sorts of provisions
were not contained in it.
The process that has led to this legislation has been
underpinned by secrecy all along. We have had a
review on which this bill is supposed to have been
based. This is unlike other reviews conducted by the
Minister for Industrial Relations — for example, the
government-commissioned inquiry into labour hire,
which I should add is to be distinguished from the
parliamentary review of labour hire legislation, which
the government also commissioned but which did not
go the way they intended when a majority of the
members would not agree with what they wanted.
When they commissioned their own review of labour
hire legislation, that was an open process with
submissions being public and then the review report
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being made public, but the review of the owner-drivers
and forestry contractors legislation has proceeded by
way of unpublished submissions and an unpublished
report. The government had the nerve to say that these
were confidential submissions and therefore they were
not making them public, but the question the
government has never answered is: why was a
mechanism to keep all of these submissions
confidential adopted in the first place?
Of course it has been open to stakeholders who made
submissions to that review to make their own
submissions known. A number of them have, and they
have certainly been very critical of any attempt to drive
out owner-drivers, of any attempt to impose undue
restrictive burdens on them that would make it
impossible or very difficult for them to continue in
operation. What has not yet been made public is the
actual report of the review on which this bill is claimed
to be based, and one of the things that we on this side of
the house are very much looking forward to coming out
in the course of this debate, and look forward to hearing
government party speakers on this bill stand up and
explain, is exactly why this review has not been made
public — or, even better, to indicate that the government
will now make this review public so that the community
and this house can know exactly what is in it.
Did it in fact recommend a Road Safety Remuneration
Tribunal-type regime of minimum rates that the
government has rejected, or did it perhaps rule out such
a way of trying to improve the operation of the
industry? Did it in fact find that such a regime was
counterproductive and destructive and point out the
failings of federal Labor’s attempt to proceed down that
path? Is that the reason why the review has not been
made public? Whatever the truth of the matter, if this
Parliament and the community is expected to make an
informed decision about the bill that is now before us,
we should have that review made available to us. I
certainly call on the government to make this review
public so we and the community can make an informed
decision about what is in the legislation.
Of course everybody on both sides of the house wants to
see a safe road haulage regime. It is certainly something
that the commonwealth government is strongly
committed to — it has introduced a range of measures
that are actually focused on enhancing road safety as
distinct from driving small business operators out of the
industry. Measures have been based on statistics that
regrettably show a substantial number of the collisions
that involve heavy haulage vehicles are between those
vehicles and non-haulage-vehicle motorists — in other
words, private motor cars — and the evidence suggests
that in a large number of those the problem has lain with
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the private motorist rather than with the road haulage
driver. It is an evidence-based move to reform to
enhance safety in the industry that we need to
concentrate on when we are talking about safety. Safety
measures over many years, often with bipartisan
support, have been effective in Victoria in reducing the
road toll. Again, we need safety-focused measures to
improve road safety in the road haulage sector and the
vehicles that operate within it.
But this bill’s measures are not primarily focused
around safety. They are, at least on their face, directed
towards improving the operation of the owner-driver
haulage sector and forestry contractors as small
businesses. However, just days after this bill came to
the Parliament we had a media report that indicated the
Treasurer was going to stipulate that henceforth it
would be government policy that all contractors on new
government building projects would have to commit to
pay tip truck drivers at a specified minimum rate.
The government brings this bill into the house and the
second-reading speech says this is all about helping
owner-drivers and forestry contractors as small
businesses, yet through government-mandated contract
requirements the government seems to be going down
exactly the same route as its federal counterparts in
attempting to set high minimum rates for one part of the
industry, which could well have the effect of making tip
truck operators in the construction sector —
owner-drivers — uncompetitive with employee-based
larger firms.
We do need an explanation also from the government
about exactly what their policy is in that regard and that
their policy of setting these minimum rates for tip truck
operators is not part of a concerted move to drive them
out and is not going to have that effect. They also need
to make clear whether or not this is just the first in a
series of stipulations that they intend to introduce
wherever they can through the back door of
government contracting to try to set minimum rates that
will operate adversely against owner-drivers. It is
certainly something that the sector is very concerned
about. It is something that bodies such as the Victorian
Chamber of Commerce and Industry (VCCI) are very
concerned about, and we have not had any frank and
open explanation from the government about exactly
what their policy is and exactly how this approach fits
with what is in the bill before us.
To turn to some of the specific provisions of the bill,
many of them are quite detailed. Some of them are
unexceptional; some of them indeed are welcomed by
the sector. There is a respecification of the purposes of
the act, which are to include promotion of industry best
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practice, education and training. There are provisions
that will empower the transport and the forestry
industry councils to provide advice and make
recommendations to the minister on matters relating to
best practice, education and training. There is a
proposal to amend the definition of ‘freight broker’ to
cover third-party contracting platforms, and in the very
helpful briefing we were provided with by departmental
officers there was reference to a platform such as Uber
Freight, and that it was intended that platforms such as
that would be required to comply with the obligations
that currently apply to more traditional freight brokers.
There are provisions to make clear that hirers can
provide contractors with the information required under
the act in electronic form, including via internet link,
and that is certainly a modernisation provision that is
welcomed. There is a provision that requires hirers and
freight brokers to provide their rates and cost schedule
annually for contractors engaged under more than one
contract during a 12-month period. There is a proposal
that hirers will be required to pay invoices within
30 days of receipt of the invoice, unless there is a
dispute and subject to the parties agreeing on what the
bill refers to as alternative fair arrangements. While
there is some ambiguity, openness and uncertainty in
relation to the alternative fair arrangements, the
principle that invoices should be paid in a timely
manner is one that should be welcomed and indeed
would be welcomed across many sectors, including the
building and construction sector where subcontractors
are often exposed to delays in payment,
notwithstanding legislation that has been on the books
for some time that seeks to tackle that issue.
There are provisions to make clear that contractors have
the option of being covered by the same terms and
conditions as exist under an existing regulated contract
that has been jointly negotiated, even though they are
not a party to that contract. It is proposed that the small
business commissioner will be able to arrange
arbitration where the parties to a dispute agree to that
and that the Commercial Arbitration Act 2011 will not
apply to such arbitration. It is proposed to require hirers
to provide to tip truck contractors working in
connection with the building and construction
excavation industry with the necessary information
booklet and rates and costs schedule, regardless of the
period of time for which they are engaged. That
provision is said to deliver on a commitment given by
the government in that regard, but it does raise some
concerns that I will come back to a little later on.
It is proposed to introduce penalties for the failure to
provide the information booklet, the rates and costs
schedule, a written contract or notice of termination or
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payment in lieu thereof. There is provision for these
penalties to be imposed by infringement notice as well
as by the courts. And last, but certainly not least, there
is the creation of a regime of authorised officers to
supervise the operation of the legislation. This regime
will allow authorised officers to require hirers to
produce documents that are relevant to an investigation
and to enter premises with consent. Although it is not in
the bill, we understand from the briefing with which we
were provided that these authorised officers will be
departmental officers who will be working in the same
area of the department as currently long service leave
inspectors operate.
The Liberals and The Nationals have consulted widely
on this bill. We have very much appreciated the
feedback that we have received from a number of
stakeholder organisations, including the VCCI;
NatRoad, the national road transport association; and
VAFI, the Victorian Association of Forest Industries.
As I touched on earlier, a number of these organisations
have shared some of their concerns with us about what
exactly underlies this bill and some of the
complications that could arise from it. The Victorian
Chamber of Commerce and Industry said in a letter to
me of 9 August, and I quote:
The bill will add to the costs associated with existing
obligations which, while primarily facilitative in nature, still
impose costs on businesses that engage owner-drivers,
including:
Costs associated with understanding their obligations
Administrative costs associated with establishing and
maintaining systems to provide an information booklet
to owner-drivers
Record-keeping costs to demonstrate compliance with
the requirements of the act.

NatRoad in particular have expressed to me their
concern about the underlying policy that relates to this
bill: the matters that I referred to earlier as to how it
lies vis-a-vis the review that the government has
undertaken and whether what the government has
announced in relation to minimum rates for tip truck
drivers signals an underlying policy intention by the
government if it is re-elected, or even before the
election, to seek to extend mandatory minimum rates
across other sectors within Victoria.
NatRoad have also raised concern about the level of
penalties that are being imposed on hirers under the bill,
which are basically penalties of up to around $4000 for
not giving the correct paperwork to an owner-driver,
and whether or not the hanging of these penalties over
the heads of hirers or the imposition of these fairly
hefty penalties in circumstances which could be due to
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inadvertence, given the fairly prescriptive nature of
what is required, may itself be something that might
deter hirers from using small owner-driver contractors
and instead have them prefer to go to large
employee-based firms where the requirements of the
act and the possible penalties associated with them do
not apply.
There have also been concerns raised with the coalition
parties about the operation of the provision of
information booklets and other rate schedules to
intended tip truck owner-drivers three days ahead of
them starting their engagement, even if they are only
being engaged for one-off or short-term contracts. Of
course the three-day notice requirement applies in the
existing context of the act, but it is now being extended
even to short-term hiring of tip truck owner-drivers.
The concern is whether or not that is going to be an
impediment. If the operator of a construction site busily
excavating away suddenly realises they need extra tip
truck drivers and vehicles above what they have
scheduled, whether effectively there is going to be a
three-day delay in them being able to get new tip truck
owner-drivers on board, is that going to be a deterrent?
If they are in a hurry and if they need someone
urgently, they are not going to be able to get a small
business owner-driver tip truck operator, they are going
to have to go to an employee-based firm. Have the
requirements of the bill been properly thought through
to avoid that consequence — that is assuming it is an
unintended consequence — or is it on the other hand
something that the government is quite happy to see to
put a handbrake on small businesses operating tip truck
services in comparison with employee-provided firms?
I should make clear that it has been confirmed to us
following the briefing provided to us that the intention
of these provisions about tip trucks is that they will
apply only to construction sites and that they are not
going to apply to quarries or other extractive industries.
It is basically where holes are being dug in the ground
for the purposes of a construction site and the excavated
material needs to be removed.
There are also concerns about the proposals to impose
information provision obligations on online platforms,
and certainly on this side of the house we would
welcome further explanation from government party
speakers on the bill or indeed from the minister as to
how this is intended to operate. Does it make sense to
mandate what may be internationally based online
platforms to provide specific information in a Victorian
context? Is it achievable, or is it simply going to put a
handbrake on the use of these platforms to provide
greater efficiency and flexibility in the construction
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sector or in the road haulage sector in Victoria compared
with other jurisdictions? Why doesn’t the bill simply
provide that either the ultimate hirer or the platform
must provide this information? It is not clear to us that
these provisions have been properly thought through.
Some stakeholders have expressed a concern to us that
the provision clarifying that a contract can be based on
an existing contract that has been negotiated through an
agent is simply going to be a means to facilitate what
might be referred to as pattern bargaining or
industry-wide bargaining by bodies such as the
Transport Workers Union to try to coerce hirers into
effectively uncompetitive conduct by making it easier
to try to coerce them into making a standard form
contract negotiated by the union available to other
owner-drivers and therefore try to standardise
contracting terms across the industry. The provision
concerned is only a clarificatory provision, and
probably the principles that are reflected in it apply
anyway, but it is a concern that anything could be done
to facilitate getting around competition laws and
encouraging uncompetitive behaviour within the sector.
So there are a range of issues that are created by this
bill, and most of them arise because of the secrecy and
lack of openness, candour and disclosure that surrounds
the explanation of how this bill arrives at this house and
the government’s thinking that underlies it. In
particular, as I said at the outset, what is in the review
on which the government has said to the world and said
to this house this bill is based but has not been prepared
to make public? So while the opposition parties at this
point do not oppose the bill we do believe that there are
a number of very serious questions that need to be
answered about it, and we expect the government to be
forthcoming so that there can be an informed
consideration of the bill by this house, by the other
house and indeed by all stakeholders and affected
parties. We very much look forward to the
contributions of government members, and our hope is
that they will shed further light on these very important
aspects of the bill.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (16:43) — I am
very pleased to rise and speak today on this really
important piece of legislation. Obviously from the
outset it is worth disclosing that I am a member of the
Transport Workers Union — a very proud member of
the Transport Workers Union. Whilst I have been in
this house for 11 years I have maintained my
membership of that union because they do an
outstanding job for their members right across the
transport and logistics industry. Being an owner-driver
can be difficult, but as I will try to explain in my
contribution, there are some really significant issues for
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owner-drivers in relation to safety and making a living
which indeed this piece of legislation that we are
debating before the Parliament today will go a long way
to address.
I did listen to the member for Box Hill in his
contribution. I would have to say, broadly speaking,
whilst he raised a number of issues it was refreshing to
hear in some respects a level of support for some
components of this piece of legislation. I have got hold
today of a media release from the Victorian Transport
Association. I think this is really a reflection of a piece
of legislation — particularly when it comes to anything
that deals with industrial relations or workplace
relations — where you get essentially the primary
employer body in lockstep with the primary body
representing owner-drivers, being the Transport
Workers Union, and both coming out and publicly
supporting that legislation which has clearly gone
through a very comprehensive process.
The Victorian Transport Association (VTA) today —
and they speak very frankly when they want to — have
labelled these reforms as ‘balanced reforms’. They
make the point that the work that has been done in this
legislation will better help:
… owner-drivers and forestry contractors to better understand
cost structures, negotiate fair contracts and run successful
small businesses.

It goes on and provides a number of quotes from CEO
Peter Anderson and makes the point that when the
reforms do pass:
… for the first time, there will be education, enforcement and
compliance for this sector of the freight industry …

If I think back to when this piece of legislation came
before the Parliament back in 2005, my father was the
secretary of the Victorian-Tasmanian branch at the
time.
Ms Ward — A very good man.
Mr NOONAN — Thank you very much, member
for Eltham, a good man he is indeed.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr NOONAN — Thank you very much, Minister.
Here was an acceptance across the industry both from
the employers, and indeed from the union perspective,
that the lot of owner-drivers was very difficult and in
fact the reason that the lot of owner-drivers was very
difficult is because you have customers — it could be a
retailer, and they are the customer essentially to the
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transport industry. They set the price. You have a major
prime contractor that comes in and forms an agreement
with the customer and then through a series of
subcontracting down you get to your owner-drivers
who have in many respects very little bargaining
capacity. What does that do? That creates some very
unsafe practices within an industry which — as I will
go to in a moment — can lead to very deadly
consequences.
So when you think about where this legislation started
back in 2005, it came as a result of coroners’
investigations into very tragic outcomes involving
people moving into the industry and trying to make a
living and being under a lot of pressure, essentially not
to make prices but to take prices that were offered to
them — once you went through the filtering system of
getting from the customer at the top through the major
prime contractor and through the subcontracting
arrangements ultimately to your independent
owner-driver. That indeed gives the industry, rather
unfairly, a poor rap because those that cut corners are
often doing it at the behest of maintaining the work
once it is given to them.
It was terrific yesterday to see representatives from the
Transport Workers Union — and I note that there are a
number of officials in the gallery today, and they were
actually active up in Canberra yesterday — talking
about a very important piece of work from Monash
University, Driving Health: Work-related Injury and
Disease in Australian Truck Drivers. Now this report,
worked on by a number of eminent academics from
Monash University, talked about the sector and the
growth of the sector. It talked about how there is ‘a
predicted doubling of freight demands from 2010 to
2030’. It talked about the size of the occupation and the
fact that ‘1 in every 33 men of working age, or
approximately 3 per cent of all male workers in the
nation’ are in fact drivers.
It also talked about the difficulties. Now of course,
driving is a very big industry but if you look at
long-haul driving there is exposure to multiple risks:
‘long working hours, sedentary roles, poor access to
nutritious food, social isolation, shiftwork, time
pressures, low levels of job control’ and of course the
killer being fatigue.
It then went on and talked about the number of workers’
compensation claims in the industry between the period
of 2004 and 2015 being over 120 000. For the same
period, the report made the very strong point that there
were 545 compensated work-related fatal injury claims
for truck drivers, and arrived at the conclusion that truck
drivers had a 13-fold higher risk of fatal injury than
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other workers. So when we think about dangerous
occupations, yes, we think about construction and yes,
we think about mining, but what we have to come to
terms with in this country and in this state is that driving
is in fact one of the most dangerous occupations indeed.
That is where the Transport Workers Union have been
doing a fantastic job, advocating at every opportunity to
drive safer outcomes for their members and the
industry. I want to congratulate John Berger and his
officials and his members at the Victorian/Tasmanian
branch for the work they have done, because they have
driven to this Parliament, to the house of democracy
here at Spring Street some wonderful reforms which
will see improvements for owner-drivers around getting
paid on time, being safe at work and the support —
because, ultimately, these people are small business
people and choose to be.
This review that the government has undertaken as I
understand it has demonstrated widespread
non-compliance with the act, in particular by hirers and
brokers, and that is why we see a feature of this bill for
the first time really driving compliance and perhaps
taking a heavier stick than the 2005 act did. That might
have been viewed by some as light-touch legislation,
but over that period of time we have seen death after
death, injury after injury, which justifies I think a
stronger compliance regime which will have penalties
for non-compliance of mandatory requirements of this
act but will also have infringement notices around the
non-provision of written contracts, unfair terminations
and the like.
Of course what we will see, which will be really
critical, is drivers being able to receive payment within
30 days, taking pressure off these owner-operators in
relation to the job that they do so they can concentrate
on delivering their goods to market in a safe way. I am
really proud of the government’s investment in the
Victorian wage inspectorate, a really important policy
from this government which, again, is all about helping
working people and working families.
It will be no surprise to some, but I will just return for a
moment and make mention of my father, because he
was one of the foundation fathers, if you like, of this
legislation originally when Labor were last in
government in the Bracks-Brumby era. He worked very
hard to establish better rights and protections for
owner-drivers. He also did that by working
collaboratively with the industry. He was not a militant
person as such; he was a collaborator and someone who
was able to drive up safety standards and in fact
received an Order of Australia Medal for his work in
that regard. He worked very closely with Phil Lovell
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from the VTA at the time, and I am really proud to say
that John Berger has in fact taken over that mantle as
the current secretary and is driving up safety outcomes.
I commend the bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (16:53) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2018. The purpose of the
bill is to include new and more specific provisions
about the operation of the act and to create penalties
and an inspectorate. The main provisions include a new
specification of the purpose of the act — namely, to
include the promotion of industry best practice,
education and training; empowering the transport and
forestry industry councils to provide advice and to
make recommendations to the minister on these
matters; amending the definition of ‘freight broker’ to
cover third-party contracting platforms such as Uber
Freight; making clear hirers can provide contractors
with information in electronic form, including via
internet link; requiring hirers and freight brokers to
provide the rates and costs schedule annually if a
contractor is engaged under more than one contract
during a 12-month period; requiring hirers to pay
invoices within 30 days of receipt unless there is a
dispute, subject to parties agreeing on alternate fair
arrangements; making clear that contractors have the
option of being covered by the same terms and
conditions of an existing regulated contract that has
been jointly negotiated; specifying that the small
business commissioner can arrange arbitration where
the parties to the dispute agree and that the Commercial
Arbitration Act 2011 does not apply to such arbitration;
requiring hirers to provide tip truck contractors working
in connection with building and construction industry
excavation with information booklets and rates and cost
schedules regardless of the period of time for which
they are engaged, thus delivering the government’s
commitment on this issue; introducing penalties for
failure to provide the information booklets, rates and
cost schedules, written contracts or notices of
termination or payment in lieu; providing for penalties
to be imposed by infringement notices as well as the
courts; and empowering authorised officers to require
hirers to produce documents relevant to an investigation
and to enter premises with consent. Authorised officers
may be departmental officers working in the same unit
as long service leave inspectors. So it is fairly
comprehensive.
In trying to put this into the context of Mildura, we do
do some excavation there but not by any means in a
way that is relevant to the way I think this bill is
constructed, so I will need to look at and talk to other
parts of the bill. Owner-drivers are very much a part of
Mildura’s freight-handling workforce. In the Mildura
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context you have got those that are involved in seasonal
work, and that is the carting of grain and hay — and
they have been pretty busy lately with the drought,
although hay supplies are running out — and also in the
wine grape carting season, almonds, citrus and dried
fruit, as well as for lighter trucks some short-haul work
to various places with table grapes. It has been sort of a
tradition in Mildura that someone who has perhaps a
smaller horticultural property generally has an off-farm
income based as an owner-driver taking on these
seasonal contracts.
A little bit of a change has occurred in these times —
this is where we get into the subcontracting with some
of these larger concerns in fact organising someone to
coordinate the freight with subbies. I think this
legislation in this case will support some of their
concerns. I think particularly the requirement to have
invoices paid in 30 days when you are an owner-driver,
whether full or part-time, is certainly something that is
good to have there. There are also subbies to the major
freight companies, and that is something that most
people will be more familiar with — the owner-driver
who works with one or more of the freight companies
when there are contracts to be had.
Something that did surprise me when talking to the
industry over recent times is that in the Mildura region
there is a shortage of drivers. It did take me by surprise
that we would be in a situation where we are short of
drivers, driven partially I think by retirements that are
occurring — there are a number of drivers who are
leaving the industry — and also by, for various reasons,
difficulty in attracting younger people into that
particular job area. That, as I said, did surprise me. I
grew up in a period when everybody wanted to get their
truck licence. However, that may not be the case any
longer. The organisations that do train truck drivers in
Mildura and the major truck companies are all
advertising for people to drive their trucks, particularly
long distances.
As was mentioned by the previous speaker, the freight
task is growing. As Australia produces more and we
need to move it there is a continuing role for the career
truck driver. In Mildura 80 per cent of our soft
horticultural goods that we grow are destined for
export. The rail link is very, very important in moving
that produce directly from Mildura to the port of
Melbourne for export, but that does mean too that there
are a whole lot of other materials that have to go other
than directly to port to supply our local markets, and all
the other things that are necessary to have a regional or
rural economy have to be moved by trucks, so drivers
are very, very important.
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I will not dwell on the issues that have been discussed
earlier at any length, but I think they were well raised
by the member for Box Hill in his contribution. From
The Nationals, we are not opposing this bill.
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) (17:00) — I am really
pleased to speak and make a contribution today on this
very significant bill for this Parliament and this state,
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2018. I want to start by doing two
shout-outs. The first is to the reps from the Transport
Workers Union (TWU) and members here today who
fought very hard for this legislation, and I am really
proud to be here. I am also really proud to follow the
member for Williamstown. I worked for his dad, Bill,
back 20 years ago when I started at the TWU. John
Berger was a young and really impressive organiser at
the time. I reckon John has aged pretty well; he does
not look a day over 25. The first thing Bill, John and
others did when I arrived at the TWU fresh out of law
school, fresh out of working at the then Industry
Commission, was to say, ‘There’s no way you can do a
proper job here if you don’t understand what our
members do’. So from day one I was in a B-double and
I shook and rolled my way down the highway. I could
not believe how much the thing moved and how
damned big it was and how intense the driving was.
As members of the public we expect our goods to get to
the shops on time and to get to our doors on time. There
is increased internet shopping and Uber Eats. I am sure
my family is single-handedly keeping Uber Eats alive at
this point. But with all these things we take for granted
in our day-to-day lives that we want instant gratification
from, when you look behind that and look at the men
and women who are making that happen, they are
committing huge slabs of their life, their families’ time
and their health to get those goods moved around
Victoria and around Australia, get them to our ports, get
them to our shops and get them to our homes.
Part of what Bill had me do was visit the big shops and
the small shops — I would roll with the
owner-drivers — and he got me involved in the health
side for the workers. We all know, and it is still an
issue, that when you are on the road 12 hours a day,
you are stopping at truck stops, the food you are eating
is not necessarily great — it is all that is available —
you are sedentary because you are in the truck for hours
and hours, there are sleep issues for people and then
there are time pressures and the pressures of getting
your cargo where it needs to be. So there are physical
health issues; there are also massive mental health
issues. Lots of people are missing out on the milestones
of their kids — the birthday parties — or their wife’s or
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husband’s birthday. They are copping that to serve the
community and get the goods that we all want.
We started this process back in 2005 in the Bracks
Labor government with the introduction of the then
legislation, the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Act 2005, and that provided basic
protections for owner-drivers, recognising the inherent
power imbalance that can exist between owner-drivers
operating one, two or three vehicles and big companies
and big hirers. They were constantly facing downward
pressure on what they were taking home, with
increasing demands on what they did. I think really
importantly the proportion of businesses within the
road transport industry that were making a loss were
many. And of course a loss impacts people’s lives. It is
people’s household budgets. It is the incredible stress
of starting a business and it not working, and it is doing
hours and hours and hours on the road and not making
enough to put your kids in school. That is what a
loss means in this context, and the proportion of
businesses making a loss fell substantially after that act
was introduced.
But like everything in this modern era the industry
changes and evolves so rapidly. I mentioned Uber Eats
before. I am sure the member for Williamstown has
partaken of that as well. The important thing that the
Andrews Labor government did was set up a review by
the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources to look at the act and to see
what changes were needed to be made to the act or
regulations to make things better for our owner-drivers
and forestry contractors. It was a very comprehensive
review. It was open to everybody to make submissions;
dozens of submissions were received and very
significant and detailed consultation was undertaken
with all of the key players. There were also
recommendations relating to tip truck owner-drivers.
The results of the comprehensive review are what we
are seeing today. So not only is there a longstanding
commitment to making things more fair — going back
to 2005 and going back to the Bill Noonan days, right
through to now in the John Berger days and the
TWU — but there is also a commitment to continue
that great work.
I would just like to highlight a couple of things. There
are many things that this bill does, but being an old
lawyer by trade, I know the cost of dispute resolution is
always a massive problem for whoever you are in our
community. When you are working on really small
margins in high-pressure situations, like many
owner-drivers are, if you are faced with someone not
paying a bill or disputing your initial terms of
engagement and you have to engage lawyers, file
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applications and wait for hearing dates, there are not
only the costs that are outlaid on that but the costs in
terms of not having the truck on the road because you
are down at VCAT. These are all major and significant
issues for people who are sometimes living on the smell
of an oily rag, literally, by the side of the road. So
making a much more cost-effective form of dispute
resolution in this bill, I think, is really critical.

of a body corporate and up to $1000 in any other case.
That will allow infringement penalties to be prescribed
in regulation so that that can be dealt with as this act
goes through. I just want to say thank you to all the
drivers out there who make our lives worth living, who
deliver our goods and who provide such a great service.
You deserve the protections that are in this bill, and I
commend it to the house.

The bill provides for consent arbitration by the
Victorian Small Business Commission and allows a
binding decision to be made with the consent of the
parties without the need to go through those formal
tribunal structures, because as much as VCAT is seen
as our low-cost jurisdiction and our way to make easier
dispute resolution, it still creates significant and
legalistic hurdles for people.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (17:10) — I am
pleased to make some comments in regard to the
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Amendment
Bill 2018. This bill is seeking to implement a range of
changes in terms of the operations of owner-drivers.
This includes amending the definition of ‘freight
broker’ to cover third-party contracting platforms such
as Uber Freight. It will also make it clear that hirers can
provide information to contractors in electronic form,
including via internet link. It will require hirers and
freight brokers to provide rates and costs schedules
annually if a contractor is engaged under more than one
contract during a 12-month period. It will require hirers
to pay invoices within 30 days of receipt unless there is
a dispute.

I wanted to highlight that part because hopefully that
really does transform how these disputes are dealt with.
Of course we want less disputes. We want less
arguments. We want people to be paid properly, we
want people to be paid on time and we want people to
be paid fairly. The establishment of offences under the
principal act is also targeted at making sure those things
are a reality. The bill requires the development of a
dedicated mechanism by which investigation and
enforcement activity can be undertaken, because it
cannot all fall as a burden on the people who are
delivering the goods. We have to have a system by
which the state and the industry are out there doing
active investigations and actively enforcing compliance
where bad behaviour is found and where people are
suffering. That needs to be found, light needs to be
shone on it and it needs to be stamped out.
This compliance and enforcement mechanism will be
part of the new Victorian wage inspectorate, which is
another broader commitment of this government to
ensure that we are stamping out wage theft and making
people who engage in it pay the price. We have
funding of up to $5.5 million for that activity, and of
course that will be reviewed to make sure that it does
what it is supposed to do. The authorised officers that
will be part of this recently announced Victorian wage
inspectorate will have powers which include requiring
information or documents to provide information to
contractors and hirers about the operation of the act, to
monitor compliance with the act and its regulations and
to perform any other duty as is seen fit. They can enter
premises with the consent of the occupier and exercise
their powers upon entry, including the power to
request documents.
Importantly there are significant penalties associated
with bad behaviour. They range from $4000 in the case

The bill will make clear that contractors have the option
of being covered by the same terms and conditions of
an existing regulated contract that has been jointly
negotiated. It will also specify that the Small Business
Commission can arrange arbitration where the parties to
a dispute agree and that the Commercial Arbitration
Act 2011 does not apply to such arbitration. It will
require hirers to provide tip truck contactors working in
connection with building and construction industry
excavation with an information booklet and a rates and
costs schedule, and there are a range of other
amendments that this bill is seeking to implement.
Can I start by saying that I firmly believe that all
Victorians and all in this chamber believe that
owner-drivers who do a great job need to be afforded
protection and need a regulatory system in place that
provides them with the protection they need in terms of
operating their business. One thing it behoves
governments to do is ensure that they are working on
behalf of small business operators and that they are
working with industry to develop rules and regulations
that actually benefit small operators and that provide
people who seek to invest in their own operations with
the opportunity to continue their business.
We are concerned about what is not in this legislation.
We are concerned about what this government’s
intentions will be not just under these changes but in
future changes. We have seen this in so many areas
recently when it comes to this government, whether it is
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regulations being put in place in terms of the labour hire
industry or whether it is changes in terms of
environment protection. They are examples of
legislation that was introduced into this house by this
government, and they were not done through
consultation or with the support of industry.
We have seen what has happened federally with the
work that was undertaken by the then federal Labor
government with the remuneration tribunal and the
problems that developed as a consequence of that. It
took a change in federal government to fix that
problem. We are concerned that there are aspects of this
government’s activities in terms of their impact on
small operators — those who choose to operate in this
industry. It is a very tough industry. People put their
finances on the line. Some are living in very desperate
situations because of the costs associated with running
their operations. I pay tribute to people who have
chosen to invest in their own trucks and who are
wanting to run their own businesses. We need to ensure
that we are actively protecting those operators within
the system. We are concerned that there will be actions
undertaken under this bill that will certainly have
potential impacts on people within this sector.
I have actively worked with the Transport Workers
Union (TWU) in my previous life, and I had some very
interesting times. My friend at the table, the
Attorney-General, will recall when we had disputes
over union coverage of TWU sites. I was more than
happy to remunerate employees under the TWU, but
there was a recalcitrant union, the National Union of
Workers, that sought to impose themselves on a TWU
site, but that is a discussion for another day.
During my time of involvement with the TWU we did
manage to work through a number of issues that were
about protecting the needs of drivers and protecting the
needs of employees who were working within
warehousing that fell under the jurisdiction of the
Transport Workers Union. I believe that industry and
unions both agree that there need to be protections in
place to ensure that drivers have the protections they
need to ensure that they are not put at risk in terms of
their health and safety. I think that is something that is a
central tenet. People have different views on how we
achieve that. People have different views as to whether
or not the rights of individuals are being adequately
protected, but I think the general tenet is that in a very
broad sense a lot of work has been done in that space.
Certainly that was something that I was actively
involved in during my time working with people who
were covered by the Transport Workers Union in terms
of their representation.
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But again I make the point that concerns have been
raised about what in fact is not going to be made public
in terms of the set-up of this new system. As we have
seen with the labour hire industry — the regulations
that have been put in place there and the potential
impacts of those changes on hardworking businesses
across the state — it is clearly going to have an impact
and it will potentially drive businesses to the wall. It
will potentially lead to individuals being pushed away
from working within the sector.
We need to ensure that any regulation that is put in
place in terms of owner-drivers and forestry contractors
supports those individuals and encourages them to stay
in the industry. It is not about driving them out of the
industry. That is certainly a concern that I have. I know
of people within my own community who are
owner-drivers. They own their own vehicles, and they
work hard. They need protection, absolutely, but we
need to ensure that the systems we put in place are
providing support for those individuals, not ultimately
leading to driving those individuals out, because
ultimately what will happen is you will drive out
owner-drivers, you will drive out smaller operators and
all that will be left will be the big operators.
When you drive out people’s small businesses, they
will be left with a vehicle and left with a lease. They
will not have remuneration to cover those leases, and
the last thing I want to see is hardworking Victorians
trying to sell their vehicles and being forced to sell their
homes because of regulations imposed by this
Parliament that are in fact going to be working contrary
to what we should be doing, which is providing
protection. We should not be about driving people out
of work. I am deeply concerned that the net effect of
these changes will lead to that.
As I said, we all believe that there needs to be adequate
protections in place to provide support for
owner-drivers, but it is imperative that whatever
changes we put in place do not have a negative effect in
terms of the potential viability of the sector. We saw
that at the federal level. We saw the concerns and the
complaints that were raised about the changes that were
then implemented by the federal Labor government.
Those changes were overturned. We do not want to see
similar problems here in the state of Victoria, and
therefore I call on the government to ensure that the
changes they are seeking to make will not have a
negative impact. We want to ensure that there is
nothing written here in the legislation which is
ultimately going to lead to a further erosion of the
opportunities of owner-drivers to continue to operate
their businesses within the state of Victoria.
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Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:19) — I am
delighted to make a contribution to the Owner Drivers
and Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2018. The
bill before the house is an important one, because it is
about making sure that there are appropriate
protections in place for owner-drivers. I make this
contribution from the perspective of my own
upbringing. My father was a butcher, and he made the
call very early on in his career to either work for wages
and work 40 hours a week, have sick pay and have
annual leave or to go into business for himself. His
view was that he wanted to run his own business and
take on a loan to buy an established butcher shop —
initially in Box Hill and then in Blackburn. He worked
phenomenal hours. He just absolutely worked like a
Trojan. He was up at 4.30 or 5.00 in the morning and
was home by, if he was lucky, 6.30 or more likely
7.00 p.m. He would have his dinner, fall asleep in his
chair and then get up the next day. And he did that for
five and a half days a week. He never took any real
leave when I was growing up, and he really put himself
out there. He always justified it by saying, ‘Look, I
wanted to give you what I didn’t have. I wanted to
work hard, provide and give you the opportunities that
I didn’t have so you could reach your potential’.
In preparing for this bill and in reading about
owner-drivers, it brought back those memories, because
there will always be a role for people who work in a
trade for wages — and that is perfectly acceptable, and
that is fine. But when you have got people who are
taking on risk, when they are taking on debt and when
they want to try and have a go, you have got to try and
make sure appropriate checks and balances are in place.
What we are seeing at the moment — it is a global
phenomenon — is a hollowing out of the middle class
and people under increasing levels of pressure. We
need to make sure that those people who choose this
path are not exploited and are not put at a disadvantage.
One of the challenges when you are an owner-driver
are the expenses related to property, plant and
equipment. You either have to have a lease, which is a
contingent liability — and if you do not service that
lease, there are obviously penalties — or you have to
take on capital to buy that equipment, and that is not
cheap. Particularly if you are looking at a larger
vehicle, you are looking at a significant amount of
capital that you have to outlay before day one of
revenue. And then you have got your operational costs.
I remember David Crawford was often opined to say,
‘There are no new ways of going broke’. So on one
level, when you start on that path there is an
established track record of taking on a level of debt, of
trying to work out what sort of interest payments you
need to make, of working out what your price point
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should be and of working out what your cost of labour
should be. To some extent you have got the ability to
try and track your way through that and work out how
you are going. But obviously there are challenges. For
example, you could enter in good faith into a contract,
and the person who is to pay for your service does not
pay or is slow in making payment.
This bill makes sure there is a 30-day aged receivable
policy in place to make sure people keep on top of
their payments. I would say that when you are taking
on a reasonable level of debt, you have to service that
debt on a monthly basis and you have to pay your
wage. If you have got people who are withholding
payment for the services you have provided, that is a
significant challenge. I think having the ability to
ensure there is a level of compliance is a very good
thing. One of my tasks in a past role that I took on was
chasing up aged receivables. You have got to be on top
of your game, and sometimes it is really hard,
particularly if you let an aged receivable become too
aged and it starts to become a very significant amount
of debt that is required —
Ms Ryan — Acting Speaker, I do hate to interrupt
the good member for Essendon, but I draw your
attention to the state of the house at present.
Quorum formed.
Mr PEARSON — Now that was an exercise in
futility by the member for Euroa, the Deputy Leader of
the National Party. What an absolute joke. So you are
making a contribution on a bill — you are making a
measured and level contribution about the importance
of small business — and the member for Euroa decides
just to pull a stunt. Well, it is a week of stunts from
those opposite because they are not interested in bills
before the house like this. They are not interested in
good administration of the state. You can just imagine
what the member for Euroa will do when she gets the
white shiny car and she gets the call to Government
House. She will be lining up on this side of the house to
torpedo legislation like this which protects small
business owners and operators in the state of Victoria,
and people who are working in regional and rural areas
will miss out, because at every step of the way all the
National Party ever do is compromise on matters
involving principle. That is their measure. That is what
they do.
The National Party are not to be trusted when it comes
to standing up for their constituencies. They are not to
be trusted in terms of defending working people.
Despite the fact that many members in their very own
constituencies are impoverished and would benefit
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from this legislation, again I have heard the weasel
words from those opposite: ‘Oh, well, we might vote
for it. We reserve the right to revisit it at some stage’. It
is just weakness. They do not have the courage to stand
up to the Liberal Party. They are not prepared to step
into cabinet and say, ‘Enough is enough. You’ve got to
do the right thing by workers in our community’. They
will do whatever it takes to ensure that they get the
maximum amount of seats around the cabinet table —
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
think it would be reasonable to draw the member back
to the bill. I think he has now strayed far from the topic.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — There is
no point of order.
Mr PEARSON — And isn’t the member for Euroa
slightly tetchy when you point out the flawed and
fallacious position the National Party pursue in this
place? They are nothing more than the lapdogs of the
Tories. They are the hired help of capital. They are here
destined to try to suppress working people at every step
of the way, given the fact that they are sitting here now
and they are not supporting this legislation, they are not
supporting working people and they are not supporting
small business people. It has just been a week of stunts
from those opposite. It does not matter if it is a
no-confidence motion that is fallacious. It does not
matter if it is this appalling stunt that the member for
Euroa is pulling.
Ms Ryan — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (17:30) — I rise to speak on
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2018. It has been very interesting
listening to members of the Labor Party, who like to
talk about standing up for workers rights and who like
to talk about being the people’s party. It was also
interesting to listen to the member for Brunswick talk
about the Transport Workers Union. I am always
intrigued when members of the Labor Party who have
never actually worked a day in their life in a particular
occupation then move their way from university
straight into a union, having no knowledge of the union.
It was interesting that the member for Brunswick said
that she had to actually get some knowledge of the
union workers when she actually got the job. With no
life experience they go into a union and make their way
into Parliament as a reward or maybe a punishment.
Maybe they think it is a punishment to come in here.
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Having no real understanding of workers, that is why
they then introduce bills like this.
When I think about the great Labor Party as the
workers party, all I do is think about Chiquita
Mushrooms and I think about Clean Event and
Spotless. I think about the workers that were done over
in a deal with the union which benefited the union and
which benefited the company. But do you know who
got shafted? It was the workers.
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
on relevance, the member’s contribution does not relate
in any way to the bill before the house, and I would ask
you to draw him back to the bill before the house.
Mr WATT — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I actually did reference other members of
Parliament who made commentary. I am making
commentary on their commentary, so therefore I am
clearly within the scope of the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) —
Member for Burwood, I require you to go back to the
bill, please.
Mr WATT — I am happy to continue having a
debate about the commentary made by the member for
Brunswick. The member for Brunswick made
commentary, and I was just simply commenting on that
commentary. That is what debate is, and I am sure the
Attorney-General would understand that.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr WATT — Well, members in this chamber will
talk about the fact that they are standing up for the poor
workers, and I am just pointing out the fallacy of that. I
am pointing out the fact that when you talk about
standing up for cleaners and then this government
actually puts cleaning businesses out of business, I am
not sure how you are standing up for businesses. When
we are talking about owner-drivers —
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
on relevance, the member for Burwood is defying your
ruling. He has not come back to the bill, and again I
would ask you to draw him back to the bill before the
house.
Mr WATT — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I was making a reference to cleaners and was
then going to owner-drivers, which is exactly the same
point. I am happy to move straight onto that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Could
you please move back to the bill, member for Burwood.
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Mr WATT — I completely disagree with what you
are saying. I was on the bill, and I am happy to continue
on the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) —
Member for Burwood, can you please return to the bill.
Mr WATT — The point being that I was making a
contribution. You cannot tell me to go back to the bill
when I was making commentary on what the member
for Brunswick said, and the member for Essendon
made points which I am refuting. That is the point
about debate. I am happy to continue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) —
Member for Burwood, please return to the bill.
Mr WATT — I am happy to continue talking about
the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Please
do.
Mr WATT — The point being that if you are going
to say you are standing up for workers rights and you
are going to stand up for owner-drivers, what you are
actually going to do is make it more difficult for
owner-drivers, particularly you are going to make it
more difficult for businesses that have less than — I
think the number is — three or four trucks. You are
actually making it more difficult. The bill says that you
need to have three clear days before you are able to
engage an owner-driver. The problem with that is that
that reduces the ability of a small business to be nimble.
If I was an owner-driver and I got a call from somebody
to ask me to take up a job today, I would have to say,
‘Sorry, I have to wait three days because otherwise, you
know, we would be in trouble. We would be breaking
the law if you engaged me today without going through
the proper process’. There is a $4000 fine — I think it is
a $4000 fine — for that.
Then there are also other parts of the bill which I found
quite interesting. When I turned up for the briefing I
was interested in — and I will move onto particular
clauses, even though in debate we should not go
through clause by clause — a particular clause. I am
going to skip to a particular clause that I was
particularly interested in. The member for Brunswick
actually mentioned this particular clause. I do not know
if she referenced it exactly, but she did talk about
‘Division 2 — Powers of authorised officers’ and
‘Power to require information or documents’, inserted
by clause 28.
I want to skip parts, and I am going particularly to
page 19 of the bill, division 3 and new section 60H,
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‘Failing to produce documents or giving false or
misleading documents’. At the briefing I had to laugh a
little bit inside that the government was introducing a
bill which would make it an offence to produce false
documents. I mean, are we kidding? The Labor Party
with the red shirts are the ones introducing a bill about
false documents. I looked at this particular
subsection (2):
A person must not produce a document to an authorised
officer under section 60E or 60F(1)(d) that the person knows
to be false or misleading in a material particular without
indicating the respect in which it is false or misleading and, if
practicable, providing the correct information.

There is a fine of 60 penalty units for that. Given the
fact that a penalty unit is now $161.19, we are talking
about $9671.40 as a penalty for providing a false
document.
Why is it that the government gets to introduce a bill
about false documents and yet the same government,
ministers of this government, provided false
documents? They provided false documents by signing
time sheets and pretending that people worked in their
office when they did not. We have here a bill which is
punishing the public while the government think that
they can get away with it. They say, ‘Oh, well, we paid
that money back. Nothing to see here. Please don’t look
here. Please don’t look here’ — but the bill introduces a
penalty of $9671.40 for people outside this building.
For some reason members of the Labor Party seem to
think that they are more important — that they should
not be held to the same standards. So we have this
production of false documents. Like I said, when I was
at the briefing I struggled not to fall on the floor
laughing at the fact that this government, of all
governments, might introduce a penalty for providing
false documents.
They have also introduced a penalty under:
A person must not, without reasonable excuse, fail to comply
with—
(a) a notice to produce documents …

This is the same government that point-blank refuses to
deal with the Ombudsman when it comes to members
in this chamber: ‘No, no, don’t look at us. Go look at
owner-drivers. Go look at the owner-driver industry
and have them pay $9671.40’.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr WATT — Now, I am not arguing against
production of false documents. What I am saying is that
this government, this minister, would sit here and tell us
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that we have to introduce penalties while the member
for Melton sits over there in his chair when he is in here
and he gets off scot-free, and the member for Tarneit,
up the back there, gets off scot-free after rorting
thousands of dollars off the taxpayer. We have got the
Labor Party with their red shirts rorts — $388 000 they
stole from the Parliament, they stole from the people,
using false documents.
It is interesting because at the end of the day we have
got false documents. We have got false documents, as
in time sheets that members of the Labor Party signed,
and they think that they actually can get away with that,
but they have introduced a bill here which is saying that
people outside this building should be held to a higher
standard. The fine is nearly $10 000 for providing a
false document, and yet members of the government,
what did they get? They get a ministerial cheque
because they get to sit at the front desk. That is what
they get. For stealing taxpayers money, for providing
false documents, they get to sit at the front desk, just
like where the Attorney-General is. But the general
public, people outside this building, they are going to
cop a $10 000 fine.
I think that in 93 days time the chickens will come
home to roost. The public are going to see this. The
public will understand. Owner-drivers will understand
that this government does not stand for them. This
government wants to put them out of business. The
cleaners know that the government wants to put them
out of business. We all know that this is nothing more
than driving union membership. This is all about
unionising the workforce and nothing about looking
after the workers.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (17:40) — I thought it
was timely that a member get up in this place and speak
on the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2018. I would like to commend some
of my colleagues who have spoken on this bill, in
particular the members for Williamstown and
Brunswick and of course the Minister for Industrial
Relations, who is the member for Sydenham and
delivered the second-reading speech on this bill.
Time and again we demonstrate the commitment that
we on this side of the house have to not only
owner-drivers and forestry contractors but effectively
all workers in the Victorian community for the work
that they do and why it is important to protect their
interests. What I find staggering from those opposite in
particular is that while they might seek to claim to
represent small businesses and those who seek to make
a living working for themselves, when there are
opportunities to make excuses for not legislating to
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protect the rights of owner-drivers and owner-operators,
those opposite find reasons and excuses not to back
them in. Again, just because there is union
representation, whether it is from the Transport
Workers Union (TWU) or others who seek to advocate
for and advance the interests of those owner-drivers,
those opposite decide that somehow these are small
businesspeople who do not deserve the full effect of the
law, that do not deserve to be supported and protected
by the laws in Victoria. That just shows the duplicitous
double standards of those opposite.
We heard also from the lead speaker, the member for
Box Hill, complaints that some of the review findings
were kept confidential, but the review that was
instigated by the Minister for Industrial Relations
certainly made that data available. There were
obviously some reductions in relation to particular
individuals, but what we wanted to do was make sure
that there was a very fair, reasonable and transparent
arrangement to encourage owner-drivers to come
forward and put their views and concerns so that the
government could act to make sure their interests under
the law were protected.
When there is an act that was brought in some 10 years
ago, it is fair and reasonable to want to pick up on many
of the issues that have been outlined in this debate,
particularly when we think that platforms such as Uber
Freight, Uber Eats and Deliveroo did not exist a decade
ago. It is important to make sure that our laws stay in
touch with the changes in the economy and the changes
in our local community.
Can I say also that ultimately the review found
widespread non-compliance with the act by hirers of
freight brokers. The bill introduces penalties and
inspection and enforcement powers to promote
compliance with the mandatory requirements in the act,
and it also introduces 30-day payment terms for invoices
issued by owner-drivers. Can I say in particular I
thought some of the bleatings from those opposite in
relation to the penalty units were quite extraordinary. If
you comply with the law you have got nothing to worry
about, so what is so wrong about people having to
comply with the law and the changes to the law that the
Labor government seeks to introduce in this place and
seeks support for to protect and advance the interests of
owner-drivers and forestry contractors?
What is very clear is that those opposite do not like it
when the law has to apply to them. They do not like it
when the law applies to people who have to pay bills
and who have to comply with their obligations to
owner-drivers. These are people who also need to
manage cashflow in their own businesses. These are
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people who have sought to have union representation
in their workplace and in the way they operate their
business. For some reason those opposite, who would
like to champion the fact that they think they are big,
strong supporters of small business, do not want the
law to apply where people are being price-gouged or
where people are having their fees withheld and are not
being protected.
The member for Mildura spoke on this matter. I have
had many dealings with Ken Wakefield and the
Wakefield Transport Group in Mildura. While it is a
much bigger operator than some of those we are talking
about today, with regard to the contribution that the
member for Mildura made there are some transport
industry groups in his community that the government
has worked very effectively with.
I know that the member for Williamstown speaks on
behalf of people like his old man, Bill Noonan, OAM,
whom I have had a lot to do with not only in relation to
Austin Health matters but also certainly in relation to
transport matters. He continues to be a strong advocate
in relation to these matters. The member for Brunswick
spoke on her engagement and involvement with the
Transport Workers Union as a lawyer. The experience
and commitment of people on this side of the house in
relation to protecting and advancing the interests of
owner-drivers and contractors is demonstrated time
and again.
I note also in speaking on behalf of the Minister for
Industrial Relations that her late husband had a very
strong role in advocating for the rights and the
protection of transport workers in his role as a TWU
official and president over very many years. I am sure
he would be very proud of the contribution that the
minister is making in relation to these matters. We
certainly reflect on his contribution and the ongoing
work she is doing in relation to this bill before the house.
I think that speaks volumes for the commitment of the
Labor government to owner-drivers, and I think it also
goes to the commitment of the TWU and its
25 000 members across Victoria and Tasmania that it
seeks to represent and advance the interests of. We saw
that again in Canberra just yesterday. When the Liberal
Party was talking about themselves and only concerned
about their own jobs instead of the jobs of other
Victorians and Australians, it was revealed yet again
that truck driving is the deadliest profession in the
country, with drivers being 13 times more likely to die
on the job than any other worker, according to a
Monash University research study that analysed more
than 120 000 compensation claims between 2004 and
2015. The TWU was up there in Canberra again
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yesterday to press those issues with the government and
the Parliament.
What this demonstrates is that whether they are
working for large companies or whether they are
owner-drivers or forestry contractors, people need
advocacy and they need their rights protected. This bill
seeks to do that. It seeks to make sure that there is
accountability. We have made sure that there are
processes in place to support those owner-drivers so
they are not getting bogged down in legal disputes, so
they can get behind the wheel of their vehicle, so they
can run their business and so that those who are meant
to pay them do so in an effective time frame. The bill
also makes sure that there are sanctions in place for
those who do not pay them and that the processes of
those sanctions do not deny people the opportunity to
get behind the wheel and earn a living by delivering
goods across the state and across the country. The
Victorian wage inspectorate is another key example of
the work that is being done by our government to
provide greater strengths and greater processes for
many of the changes introduced by this bill.
It is critical that we make sure that businesses are
required to pay owner-drivers within 30 days of
receiving an invoice, reducing financial pressure on
drivers. When I doorknock around West Heidelberg in
my electorate on a Sunday afternoon and I see someone
in their driveway with their truck, I have a chat with
them. They are washing it down and getting it prepared.
They have worked the previous six days, and they are
back there again on Monday morning. On Sunday
afternoon they wash their vehicle and get themselves
organised and ready to get back out there. These are
people in our community who are working very hard to
provide for their families. They need the protections of
the law to make sure they are not price-gouged, to make
sure that they are not taken advantage of and to make
sure that they are able to not only come home safely but
come home having provided for their families and
contributed to the Victorian economy.
I will pick up on some of the work of that Monash study
and some of the contributions of some my colleagues.
Those opposite seem to duck and dive when it comes to
backing workers and backing small businesses that have
the support of unions and the support of people in the
community for the work that they do.
I also wanted to acknowledge and affirm the work and
the ongoing advocacy at the TWU by people like John
Berger, the branch secretary; Chris Fennell; and Dissio
Markos. These are people who I have got to know
through the TWU. I have known John Parker for a very
long time through other aspects of the TWU, and also
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Peter Mancuso and Mem Suleyman. These are some of
the people who I have got to know and got to work with
in particular through the TWU. They work on behalf of
workers in Victoria to make sure their members are
getting a fair deal. That work continues, and I know this
not only through the labour hire work our government
has done, not only through the Victorian Wage
Inspectorate, not only in relation to the Owner Drivers
and Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill that is before
the house today but also because each and every one of
us on this side of the house is committed to working
with those in the community and organisations.
We have also seen many transport industry groups
backing this legislation because quite clearly it is only
on this side of the house that we are prepared to protect
the interests of those who work for themselves to make
sure that they are not ripped off, to make sure they can
get home safely, to make sure they can provide for their
families, to make sure they can contribute to the
Victorian economy and to make sure they have got the
full safeguards of the law, the protection of their
government and the protection of their union to do the
job effectively. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (17:50) — I am very
pleased to rise and speak on this very important
legislation, the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2018. I would like to give a special
shout-out to the members of the Transport Workers
Union that are here today, in particular my brother, who
is also in the gallery. I get to see and hear the stories
firsthand about the great work that the Transport
Workers Union do for the workers, in particular
owner-drivers and truck drivers — stories that are
particularly important to my electorate of St Albans.
This bill amends the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Act 2005 to improve and protect small
businesses. I am very proud of our government making
work fairer and in particular making work safer for
workers in the transport industry and for contractors in
the forestry industry. Of course this bill adds to the act
initially introduced by the Bracks Labor government. It
amends the act and allows for the position of
owner-drivers and forestry contractors by providing
them with information and vital support to assist them
in negotiating fair contracts. Most importantly, it makes
sure that these changes are relevant to today’s industry.
We want to ensure the positions of owner-drivers and
forestry contractors by removing barriers that hold them
back from operating small businesses in Victoria. This
bill will also update the act to bring it into line with the
current industry demands, practice and of course
education and training.
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There is no doubt the Andrews Labor government is
committed to owner-drivers. We have put this at the
forefront of decision-making, and we are responding to
the Victorian inquiry into labour hire and insecure
work. If we look at one report in particular, the Monash
report that was conducted over 12 years, it found that
truck driving is the unhealthiest and one of the deadliest
jobs in this country. This landmark study found that
there were over 120 000 insurance claims between
2004 and 2015 alone. The study identified that truck
drivers have the highest rate of work-related injury and
disease and a higher risk of illness, psychological stress
and heart disease, and that is just naming a few things
this study found. When we look at this profession, it is
very hard physically and emotionally. It is a pressurised
job, but it is also a chain that is very important to our
industries, so we have a responsibility to make sure that
our workers are protected and the right practices are in
place to make sure that each and every worker is able to
be protected.
What we have seen with regard to the increase in
illnesses and stress with truck drivers is that there must
be a response. We have seen a million lost weeks of
pay and productivity for small businesses. These are
extraordinary numbers, so I am very proud that our
government is responding to the labour hire inquiry and
making sure we not only introduce penalties for
non-compliance but also put appropriate safeguards in
place. Let me say that just in my electorate of St Albans
I know so many truck drivers — drivers that make a
living to raise families and pay off mortgages. We do
not want our truck drivers being exploited by these
unfair conditions.
Today this bill makes the law much more effective. It
also provides authorised officers and the Victorian
wage inspectorate with the powers to ensure that
compliance is according to the act. The officers will
have the ability to require a number of pieces of
information according to the act and regulations, but
most importantly they have the power to investigate
possible breaches of the act. This is absolutely at the
forefront. There is no point introducing practices that
cannot be enforced. I commend the fact that we have
funded this.
We are also making sure that truck drivers have the
ability to be paid for all invoices within a 30-day
period. That provides security and a safety net for
subcontractors. It is just not right for a subcontractor to
put in an invoice and then expect to be paid in the
never-never. There must be a safety net, and making
that safety net 30 days gives a guarantee and security
for these truck drivers, because they are all trying to pay
their bills, pay their insurance and pay their on-road
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costs to run their small businesses. This is about
sustainability, and it provides provisions so that all
owner-drivers can be paid and, most importantly, at an
appropriate time. Also a lot of the drivers work
additional hours to try and cover operating costs and of
course the cost of raising families. As I said previously,
the operating costs and the 30-day turnaround of
invoices are an exceptional part of this legislation.

outset to thank the Minister for Industrial Relations and
her team as well for all the work they do. I acknowledge
the Transport Workers Union members in the gallery
today — Mem and co — and I know the hard work that
they do. I have had cause to have some conversations
with them in the past, and they are a very impressive
bunch of people. No doubt they are very proud today to
be here listening to this being read into Hansard.

We are also looking at the benefits of this reform. The
act is very clear in relation to non-compliance, and this
bill amends the act to provide increased compliance and
to make sure that we reduce the pressure on truck
drivers throughout the state. There is no doubt that
these contractors and our truck drivers are the backbone
of industry and infrastructure projects in this state. We
only need to look around and see the projects that the
Andrews Labor government is doing, from the Metro
Tunnel to the West Gate tunnel and many other level
crossing removal projects throughout the state. There is
no doubt this is a fantastic bill. It is reducing the
pressure and again meeting industry demands, but most
importantly it is protecting workers rights in this state.

I am proud to say that it is the Andrews Labor
government that is making work fairer for workers who
are owner-drivers and forestry contractors. We have
heard many people talk today about people they know
in their community who are owner-drivers. I have got
family members who are owner-drivers and have been
for two or three generations out at Bairnsdale. I was the
kid that had the Gippsland Trades and Labour Council
school bag with a sticker on it that said, ‘Without
Trucks Australia Stops’.

I would like to also commend the work of the Transport
Workers Union, in particular the national campaign of
Safe Rates. I think this is a fantastic initiative, but again
the Andrews Labor government is exemplary in
making sure that we have the safety mechanisms
around our owner-drivers in this state and, most
particularly, in looking after the small businesses in this
state, which are absolutely integral parts of this bill.
Again I give a shout-out to all the stakeholders that
have been party to this process. There has been an
extensive consultation period to bring forward this bill.
I would also like to commend the Minister for
Industrial Relations. This is a bill that goes to the core
of our truck drivers. I know in my electorate of
St Albans, where we have a very large number of truck
drivers, that they will be extremely pleased with this
bill because they know that it is the Andrews Labor
government that protects workers in this state and puts
them at the forefront when it comes to legislation and
the appropriate mechanisms to protect fair pay and
growth in this industry. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (18:00) — It is
always a pleasure to see you in the Chair, Acting
Speaker Graley. It is always a lovely day when I can rise
and see you sitting in that chair. I rise today to speak on
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2018. This is a bill that amends an act
from the Brumby era. The member for St Albans is
always a hard act to follow, especially on a subject that
she is clearly so passionate about. I would like at the

Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — I am going to actually pay
that, Attorney-General, and say that I might have been a
bit of a dork as a kid. But I have blossomed; I have
blossomed so much. I do not know about the cool kid.
My kids pick on my fashion every day.
I understand that owner-drivers are effectively small
businesses that own and operate one to three vehicles to
deliver goods around Australia. Fourteen years as a firey
driving a heavy, rigid truck does not give me much
insight into driving around the countryside, doing the
long hours, doing the logbooks and doing all of your
books and everything as well. But there are some very
difficult circumstances that truck drivers in forestry and
other businesses work under, and I just want to make
that known. That is why we are here today talking about
this bill, ensuring that their conditions are better, that
their safety standards are improved and that they can
actually run their businesses.
These reforms will make it easier for owner-drivers and
forestry contractors to get paid on time, to be safe at
work and to support their businesses. We know this has
been an issue. It has come up in various committees,
and it has come up in various reviews. The changes
announced today are in response to a very
comprehensive review of the Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Act 2005 (ODFC act), which
found widespread non-compliance with the act by
hirers and brokers putting workers safety, incomes and
businesses at risk. I might just go on record here and
say from my experience as a United Firefighters Union
member that quite often it is the union that is the only
buffer that ensures workers go home at the end of the
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day and see their families again. It is often unions that
are the ones that come out with the uncomfortable
truths and make sure that workers are safe. That is
something that I do not think is acknowledged across
the chamber.
This review also responded to the fact that when the
ODFC act was created over a decade ago now — it
does not seem a like a decade; time has gone very
quickly — digital platforms such as Uber Freight, Uber
Eats and Deliveroo did not exist. In fact the platforms
for them to be created on did not even exist. Under the
proposed changes we are looking at, for the first time
there will be education, enforcement and compliance
for this industry within the newly announced Victorian
wage inspectorate. The Minister for Industrial Relations
is in the chamber at the moment, and I would just like
to congratulate her on the Victorian wage inspectorate.
It is a great piece of policy.
The Victorian budget in the 2018–19 cycle provided
$22 million for the inspectorate, which includes up to
$5.5 million to fund enforcement of these reforms. As
the member before me, the member for St Albans, said,
without teeth policies do nothing and legislation does
nothing. You have got to have the enforcement side of
it, and this bill will be very much appreciated. There
will be penalties for not complying with the mandatory
requirements of the act and infringements for failing to
provide relevant rate and cost schedules, a written
contract or a notice of termination or payment in lieu of
notice. What this really does is pull people into line. We
are not talking about people who are operating properly
at the moment or are aboveboard. All this does is pull
dodgy operators who are taking advantage of workers
and their families into line.
Businesses will also be required to pay owner-drivers
within 30 days of receiving an invoice, reducing
financial pressure for drivers. Obviously truck drivers
are not the only businesses where people have trouble
getting paid, but I have heard some absolute horror
stories about people who have done long hours of work
and cannot get paid. The legal expenses that they have
to incur to actually get paid is just horrific, so this is just
trying to put an end to that.
As I mentioned before, the background to this bill is an
act of the Brumby Labor government, and that act is the
ODFC act. The act does not apply to drivers who are
legally employees; it applies to all forestry contractors
and owner-drivers who operate up to three vehicles,
including bicycles, where the owner of the business
drives one of three vehicles. The act provides basic
protections and a framework for effective dispute
resolution to address the information imbalance and

2975

unequal bargaining power of owner-drivers and forestry
contractors with hirers. This allows people to actually
get on with their job, earn money for their families and
keep their businesses running without being stuck in a
mire of legalities, without chasing their payments and
without being brought down to a point where frankly
they can no longer run their business.
The act provides basic protections and a framework for
effective dispute resolution, as I said, and the
proportion of businesses in the road transport industry
making a loss fell substantially immediately after this
act took effect well over 10 years ago. In terms of
bankruptcies, Australian Bureau of Statistics data
actually shows that road and rail transport drivers are in
a better relative position than before the introduction of
the act, ranking seventh highest for business-related
bankruptcies in 2015–16 compared with fourth highest
in 2002–03. So we have definitely seen some major
improvement, but we know we can do better. The act
originally responded to problems in relation to low
earnings and high rates of business failure amongst
drivers. The data indicates that concerns still exist in
this industry sector, as I said, but we have some positive
trends that have been observed over the past decade
suggesting the act has had positive effects.
I would just like to speak about the review in the
remaining time I have. In 2016 the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources undertook the owner-drivers and forestry
contractors review. The object of this review was to
identify whether any changes were needed to the act
and regulations to further improve the position of
owner-drivers and forestry contractors while ensuring a
competitive and fair operating environment for small
businesses in Victoria.
Submissions were sought from the public, with
25 received. Consultations were held with employers,
industry associations, unions, owner-drivers and
members of the transport and forestry industry councils.
To ensure key stakeholders’ views were considered,
meetings were held with key employer industry
associations and unions, including the Australian
Industry Group, the Victorian Chamber of Commerce
and Industry, the Victorian Transport Association, the
Victorian Trades Hall Council, the Transport Workers
Union and the Construction, Forestry, Maritime,
Mining and Energy Union. The transport and forest
industry councils were also consulted. That is a wide
range of stakeholders that were consulted on this from
across the board.
The review also considered a recommendation of the
Victorian labour hire and insecure work inquiry, which
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was a fantastic inquiry relating to tip truck
owner-drivers in the building and construction sector.
Recommendation 31 proposed that the threshold
requirements on hirers to provide information be
reviewed to ensure that obligations are triggered based
on the usual hiring practices in the tip truck industry.
This recommendation was accepted by this government.
In summary, it is quite obvious to anyone on this side of
the chamber that these reforms respond to changes
within the industry and to the emergence of online
delivery platforms to ensure that the laws that govern
these businesses continue and are effective and that
drivers are protected. The review uncovered
widespread non-compliance by businesses, which
means drivers are not being paid on time and are at a
competitive disadvantage, and these new laws will put
an end to this. Through the Victorian Wage
Inspectorate we will keep the industry accountable and
we will make work safe and fair for these workers. That
really summarises this government: we make work
safer and we make work fairer for workers in Victoria.
I was listening in just before when I was outside the
chamber and heard some people on the other side of the
chamber talking about workers specifically in the
Latrobe Valley. As someone who grew up in the
Latrobe Valley, I would just like to say that those on the
other side of the chamber have a lot to answer for. I am
sure it will not be the last time I hear them talking about
the Latrobe Valley, but they should come down and
visit the Latrobe Valley sometime. It is where I grew
up, and they would love to meet some of you and hear
what you have to say. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (18:10) — It is a
pleasure to rise and speak on the Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2018. It is a
pleasure to have representatives of the
Victorian/Tasmanian branch of the Transport Workers
Union (TWU) here today, who each and every day put
themselves at the front line of defending truck drivers
and their families to make sure that they come home
safe each and every night.
It is in the background of this bill that we have so
much significant work to do. Just this week the
Transport Workers Union released a very important
study by Monash University. It is striking, it is telling
and it includes frightening statistics. Truck drivers in
our nation are 13 times more likely to die at work than
workers in any other profession. That is an absolute
tragedy. That research and advice is something that
needs to be acted on urgently, and with that kind of
information, the bill in this setting to support
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owner-drivers and forestry contractors is
absolutely critical.
Only a Labor government would bring a bill like this
before the Victorian Parliament, or in fact federally as
well. We have seen in a different landscape and in a
different setting in the federal Parliament truck drivers
treated like commodities that are dispensable. They are
put at risk in driving between states to further our
economic prosperity as a nation. The Safe Rates
campaign is so common sense and so important to save
lives and protect families and workers, yet the federal
coalition turned their backs on the Safe Rates campaign
and looked after their mates rather than looking after
people who ought to be coming home safely each and
every night.
When you have got that kind of statistic — 13 times
more likely — how can we accept that as a nation?
How can we accept as a community that that is an
acceptable outcome, that kind of risk and the pressures
on people, not to mention the fact that you are away
from your family for long hours? We have seen people
driving ridiculous hours to try to make ends meet.
When you think of that in a contractor setting, where
you are running your own business and you might have
a few vehicles yourself, that power imbalance and that
burden is even greater. I think this bill in ensuring
compliance with the act and ensuring safety and proper
standards is so very critical.
When I see that kind of report and the statistics that
show just the burden, the heartache and the lives lost
over a number of years in that setting, I think of the
values of the labour movement and the Labor Party in
bringing about change in this space. It makes you get
up each day — you have got a purpose. It is a Labor
government that defends working people.
We had another bill that was pushed forward today
under the responsibility of the Minister for Planning
supporting and protecting workers on construction sites,
and that was passionately debated by members on this
side. There again in this place we had Labor members
fronting up, supporting working people, supporting
their livelihoods and making sure that they come
home safely.
In a sitting week, members will pick the bills that they
speak on from time to time, and the fact that our whip
sent out a text saying, ‘None of the opposition members
are speaking on this. They have all run cold on it. Get
up and have a chat on this bill’ is telling. There is so
much content in here about safety and supporting
workers in our state. Why would you not come in here
and earn the money that MPs take in this state by
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getting up here and speaking about the safety of
workers and the safety of these owner-drivers and
people in the forestry industry? I could not think of a
more important thing to do. For those opposite not to
front up speakers is very disappointing.
When we look at this bill and the work that has been
done, this is more than a decade in the making. From
the Bracks and Brumby governments and the work of
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act 2005
to the review that was commissioned in 2016 and what
underpinned some of that work, it has been a long time
coming. That review was quite substantial. Undertaken
by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources, the submissions and that
engagement and evidence received provided the
underpinnings for the work that has been done to
really drive the government forward in this space with
these reforms.
This is another important bill and is a credit to the
Minister for Industrial Relations, who is at the table in
the chamber. It is another important industrial relations
policy, and work that goes to the heart of our record of
supporting workers and supporting occupational health
and safety. It ensures that when there is a power
imbalance in relationships in contracts in this space —
of contractors who do not have the information, who
get an offer of a particular job and do not know how
they will make ends meet — this gives them all the
information possible to ensure that they make an
informed decision so they are not trying to do the
20-hour commutes not having slept, away from their
families, but they are informed exactly. It goes to the
heart of what, at a federal level, Safe Rates is all about,
and I think that is so very important.
Of course the Victorian budget of 2018–19 providing
$22 million for the Victorian Wage Inspectorate is so
very critical as well, and really important under these
proposed changes. For the first time there will be
education, enforcement and compliance for the industry
within the newly announced wage inspectorate. I think
that is a very important element of this bill — listening
to industry, listening to the experts. That is how you run
out reform and policy. You identify the challenges, you
establish a powerful review that gives you the answers
to underpin positive and proper change in your state
and then with industry you bring a bill to Parliament to
make sure you get the very best outcomes. I think that
is really important.
It goes with the work that we are doing to support
working people more generally. When you look at the
government’s record in supporting workers and creating
jobs, the people in the trucking industry and the
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transport industry so very much underpin the prosperity
in our state. They are the engine room, driving each and
every day with product backwards and forwards on our
roads. It is a hard slog out there, and if they are
travelling longer distances trying to support their
businesses and families, it is a tough slog. These bills
and others underpin our prosperity as a state and also as
a nation. Drivers are the engine room driving forward
our productivity. I think that bills like this are so very
important to make sure that people also return safely.
Talking about the benefits of the bill as well,
importantly the bill mandates and puts the obligation on
hirers and their owner-drivers to provide the necessary
information that will enable owner-drivers and forestry
contractors to accurately assess the overhead costs of
operating their businesses and in turn determine
whether an offer will fully cover their operating costs,
provide a return for their labour and a return on their
business investment. I think that is a minimum standard
that came out of the work of the review. Also, ensuring
that contractors can cover their business costs and
maintain their vehicles will result in greater safety for
road users, as drivers will not need to work additional
hours, potentially breaching fatigue laws or road rules,
to cover the cost of running their business.
Members of Parliament have already spoken
passionately on this. They spoke about ensuring that
people are safe in that space, and the member for
St Albans covered that off brilliantly. The member for
Ivanhoe and others talked about just how important it
is. The member for Williamstown spoke about his
family connection as well. There are people here with
decades-long passion and involvement in the union
movement. That is who we are. When those opposite
criticise us for standing up and defending working
people, well, criticise away. They can line up. This is
what we are here for. We are the labour movement of
more than 120 years, the oldest party in Australia, and
absolutely we are tied to the union movement. Just like
the CFMEU working hard to support workers on the
other bill that was debated before, and just like the
TWU working hard to support drivers and making sure
that people get home safe, I am damned proud to be
part of the labour movement and a union movement
that absolutely ensures that workers come home. We
make no apology for sticking up for the rights of
working people.
It is telling that those opposite could barely stump up a
few people to speak on this bill. That goes to their
ticker and their values. They are probably more
interested in watching the grabs tonight in their
Parliament offices about who is going to be the Prime
Minister in a day’s time rather than fronting up and
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doing the hard work and actually earning their wage
when they come into this place. I commend the bill to
the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HALFPENNY
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Section 85 statement
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (18:20) — I wish to make
a statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or varying that
section by the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018 (the bill).
Section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975 vests the
judicial power of Victoria in the Supreme Court and
requires a statement to be made when legislation that
directly or indirectly repeals, alters or varies the court’s
jurisdiction is introduced. Clause 12 of the bill inserts a
new subsection (8) into section 135 of the Taxation
Administration Act 1997 to provide that it is the
intention of sections 5, 12(4), 18(1), 96(2) and 100(4)
of the Taxation Administration Act 1997, as those
sections apply after the commencement of part 3 of the
proposed Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering
and Betting) Act 2018, to alter or vary section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975.
Part 2 of the bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act
2003 to provide for a new wagering and betting tax
imposed on a wagering and betting entity’s net
wagering revenue that exceeds $1 000 000 in a
financial year. The bill provides that the proposed
part 6A of the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and any
regulations made under that act for the purposes of that
part are a taxation law under the Taxation
Administration Act 1997.
Part 3 of the bill makes consequential amendments to
the Taxation Administration Act 1997 to enable the
wagering and betting tax to be administered under the
Taxation Administration Act 1997 and any regulations
made under it. The Supreme Court’s jurisdiction is
altered to the extent that the Taxation Administration
Act 1997 provides for certain non-reviewable decisions
and establishes an exclusive code that prevents
proceedings concerning an assessment or refund or
recovery of tax being commenced except as provided by
it. It is desirable that the legislative regime under the
Taxation Administration Act 1997 applies to the
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wagering and betting tax in the same way as it does to
other taxes administered under the Taxation
Administration Act 1997. Accordingly, in order to
ensure that the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is
limited in relation to the wagering and betting tax in the
same way as it is in relation to other forms of Victorian
taxes, it is necessary to provide that it is the intention of
this bill for the relevant provisions of the Taxation
Administration Act 1997 to apply in the administration
of the proposed wagering and betting tax and for the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to be altered
accordingly.
Section 5 of the Taxation Administration Act 1997
defines the meaning of ‘non-reviewable decision’ in
relation to that act, which will also apply to the
wagering and betting tax. No court, including the
Supreme Court, has jurisdiction or power to entertain
any question as to the validity or correctness of a
non-reviewable decision.
Section 12(4) of the Taxation Administration Act 1997
provides that the making of a compromise assessment
is a non-reviewable decision. Similarly, section 100(4)
provides that a decision by the commissioner of state
revenue not to permit an objection to be lodged out of
time is a non-reviewable decision. Decisions may be
made under section 12(4) or section 100(4) in relation
to the collection of the wagering and betting tax.
Section 18(1) of the Taxation Administration Act 1997
prevents proceedings being commenced in the Supreme
Court for the refund or recovery of a tax except as
provided by part 4 of the Taxation Administration Act
1997. As the wagering and betting tax will be a tax for
the purposes of section 18(1), proceedings for its refund
or recovery will be similarly limited.
Section 96(2) of the Taxation Administration Act 1997
prevents a court (including the Supreme Court)
considering any question concerning an assessment of a
tax except as provided by part 10 of the Taxation
Administration Act 1997. As the wagering and betting
tax is a tax for the purposes of section 96(2),
proceedings in relation to an assessment of wagering
and betting tax would be similarly limited.
Accordingly, in order to ensure that the jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court is limited in relation to the wagering
and betting tax in the same way as it is in relation to
other taxes, it is necessary to provide that it is the
intention of sections 5, 12(4), 18(1), 96(2) and 100(4)
of the Taxation Administration Act 1997 to alter or
vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 August; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (18:27) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018. This is
a bill which, like many bills I have risen to speak on in
the course of this term of government, imposes new
taxes on Victorians. I think we are now up to 12 new
taxes that this government has either announced or
implemented — 12 new and increased taxes,
notwithstanding the clear promise of the Premier the
night before the last election, when he was asked on
Channel 7 news whether he guaranteed there would be
no new taxes or increase in taxes under his government
said, looking down the barrel of the camera, ‘I make
that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian’. There is
another broken promise here today.
When we are looking at the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill it is important
to understand the multifaceted nature of gambling and
the industries on which it is based in this state. As a
former Minister for Gaming, and I suppose as a former
Treasurer, I have understanding of the employment
aspects, the revenue aspects, the social aspects and the
sporting aspects of these industries and the contributions
they make to Victoria. It is very important that we get
the regulatory structures right. This bill seeks to change
the current taxes on wagering and betting, apart from the
supervision charges, which are a separate matter. It
seeks to change the current wagering and betting taxes
in Victoria and replace them with what is commonly
known as a point-of-consumption tax.
At the moment in Victoria somebody offering wagering
or betting is taxed based on where that service is
offered from so, for example, if it is a corporate
bookmaker offering fixed-odds bets and they are based
in the Northern Territory, they are regarded as being a
Northern Territory entity and even if their customers
are in Victoria, they are not regarded as having
provided services in Victoria such that they would be
liable for tax. As a consequence of not just Victoria but
many other states having had that structure, the
corporate bookmakers acted, I suppose, in their own
interests and set up shop in territories where there was a
very low or zero rate of taxation — in fact they paid a
licence fee in order to operate. That would perhaps be
seen from a tax design point of view to be not quite
optimal. If Victorian racing is in effect putting on the
show which the corporate bookmakers rely on for their
business, it is not unreasonable that there be a
contribution made to that show by those who profit
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from it. And likewise if the Victorian taxpayer through
gambling tax on things such as lotteries and gaming
machines and casinos takes a slice of the pot for the
ordinary services of the state, it would seem not
unreasonable that fixed-odds betting conducted by
corporate bookmakers should also make a contribution
to the extent that their customers are located in Victoria.
We approach this bill from the point of view that there
does seem have been an issue with the old tax system.
Different states have had different approaches to
dealing with it. I think South Australia was the first
state out of the blocks in imposing a
point-of-consumption tax. They set that at a rate of
15 per cent, which I know many in the industry felt was
at the high end. That 15 per cent taxation level has been
matched, I understand, by Queensland and the ACT.
New South Wales has gone for a 10 per cent model,
and Victoria has moved to an 8 per cent model. I will
come back to that in a minute, but I would note that this
bill proposes to replace existing taxes with that 8 per
cent point-of-consumption tax.
In Victoria fixed-odds bookmaking services, often
provided by Tabcorp, are currently taxed at 4.38 per
cent, so this will see a significant increase in the tax that
is paid by that entity and presumably that will flow
through to its customers. They were paying 4.38 per
cent tax on fixed-odds betting; now they will move to
8 per cent. Pari-mutuel, most commonly known as the
tote, was set at 7.6 per cent. Again this is now moving to
8 per cent, so it is moving to a uniform rate but it is
moving up. Trackside, which some punters would
commonly know as the ‘plastics’ — the animated horses
running around on a screen that you can bet on — were
being taxed at 10.91 per cent, so they actually have a
slight tax reduction down to 8 per cent. We see in the
model contained in this bill some taxes going up, some
coming down, but most going up. I suppose I would be
interested in why the government has set the rate at
8 per cent. Why does it take an opportunity to increase
taxes rather than have a no net change outcome or even
to give people a tax cut. That is something I will rely on
the government to try and explain better during the
course of the debate on this bill. In making those
comments I do note that Victoria’s rate of 8 per cent
does appear to be lower than those that have been
implemented or proposed by other states.
The consequences of imposing taxes on corporate
bookmakers that have been operating in other territories
is one that will be significant not just for those entities
but also for the Victorian racing industry (VRI). I am
sure my colleagues the shadow Minister for Racing and
others will be making comments about this down the
track, as well might the shadow minister for gaming if
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he is speaking on this in due course, because the
corporate bookmakers, while they were not paying
taxes here in Victoria, were sponsoring race clubs, they
were sponsoring events and they were returning money
to the Victorian racing industry in that way. Imposing a
new tax on corporate bookmakers for effectively the
first time through this bill will be likely to lead to a
displacement of the sponsorship money previously
provided to racing clubs and racing codes.
The government has been engaging in some level of
consultation with the industry over this matter. The
Department of Treasury and Finance issued a
point-of-consumption tax consultation paper, and that
was discussed by people in the industry. It was a
relatively short paper but it set out, I think, in summary
what the issues were and potentially how the
government might go about designing a
point-of-consumption tax regime. From my discussions
with those in the industry and the consultation I have
undertaken as the shadow Treasurer, there have been a
number of responses from the racing industry, from
corporate bookmakers and from others. I will go
through some but not all of those responses because I
think the government certainly has not got this perfect
and to a large extent this bill is very much saying to
take the Treasurer on trust.
Far be it from me to single out the Treasurer for any
sort of unsympathetic treatment, but this government
has a track record where asking you to take them on
trust is quite a leap of faith. This bill, for example,
provides that the government, or the Treasurer, must
make a determination of the amount of revenue from
this point-of-consumption tax that should be provided
to the Victorian racing industry. This is in proposed
section 4.6A.5. This is not to be done by legislation; it
is a decision to be made by the Treasurer and published
by notice in the Government Gazette. It provides that
the Treasurer:
… must determine from time to time a proportion of the
amount of wagering and betting tax received as the Victorian
racing industry payment to be paid to an entity specified in
the notice that, in the Treasurer’s opinion, represents or is
connected with the Victorian racing industry.

It does provide that:
Before determining the amount of the Victorian racing
industry payment, the Treasurer must consult the Gaming
Minister and the Racing Minister.

Interestingly it does not say that the Treasurer must
consult with the racing industry. You would have
thought that, given this is very much central to the
operation of the Victorian racing industry and the effect
of these regulatory changes on them, the bill would
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provide that the Treasurer should consult with industry
prior to setting that particular proportion of tax to be
provided to the VRI in the Government Gazette. As I
say, there is a lot in this bill that asks the industry and
the public to take the Treasurer on trust rather than
actually have the appropriate consultation mechanism
set out here in the bill. The bill goes on to say:
The Victorian racing industry payment must be paid out of
the Consolidated Fund (which is appropriated to the
necessary extent) each month to the specified entity …
The Victorian racing industry payment or any part of it must
not be used by the specified entity or any other entity to
provide direct or indirect financial or other support to a
wagering and betting entity.

The government has made political commitments, I
understand, to the Victorian racing industry. We were
advised of these in the briefing we had with Treasury
officials, with State Revenue Office officials and with
representatives of the Minister for Racing and the
Treasurer’s office. I thank all those people who
attended the briefing for their time and for providing
me with the information both at the briefing and
subsequently through answers to my questions on
notice. The government has advised me and has
advised the VRI that its commitment is that the racing
industry as a whole in Victoria will not be worse off
and that no individual code within the industry will be
worse off.
Just for the sake of completeness I note that the three
codes referred to are thoroughbred racing, harness
racing and greyhound racing. I also note that that
guarantee of the government does not extend to saying
that no individual race club will be worse off. So it is
entirely possible that, depending on what the reaction of
corporate bookmakers is to this bill and depending on
how they withdraw some or all of their sponsorship
from race clubs, there could well still be racing clubs in
this state that find themselves far worse off as a
consequence of this bill. I would hope that is something
that both the Treasurer and the Minister for Racing will
keep a very close eye on. I do not think that is the
intention of the bill, but unfortunately we know that
intentions do not buy you much. I think the government
has an obligation to make sure that the way in which
this bill operates in practice and the way in which the
proportion of the funds are distributed to the Victorian
racing industry does not force individual clubs to the
wall. I would hate to see an individual race club
become unfinancial or unviable as a consequence of
these regulatory changes. I think there is an obligation
on the government to ensure that that does not happen.
The government has advised that the initial proportion
of the 8 per cent point-of-consumption tax that will be
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provided to the Victorian racing industry is 1.5 per cent.
As I have previously mentioned, that is not set out in the
legislation. That is a decision for the Treasurer to make
in the Victoria Government Gazette, having consulted
with the gaming and racing ministers. The general view
of the racing industry and individual race clubs seems to
be that they will take a wait-and-see approach. There
has not been any outright opposition to this bill, but I
have noted in my consultations that I think there is a
certain level of wariness. People are concerned as to
how this will operate in practice, and people are putting
a lot of store in the guarantees that have been offered by
the government, to which I have previously referred.
They are also putting a lot of store in the fact that the bill
provides that there will be a review of the operation of
this new regime to be tabled in Parliament by December
2020 and the political guarantees that have been offered
by the Andrews Labor government that no individual
code will be worse off and the Victorian racing industry
as a whole will not be worse off. The expectation is that
if more urgent action than that is required — that is,
more urgent action before December 2020 is
required — to ensure that those promises are kept, the
government will act.
Without putting words in the mouths of my colleagues
the shadow Minister for Racing and the shadow
minister for gaming, I would be very comfortable in
saying that if there is a change of government later this
year, a Liberal-Nationals coalition government would
work very hard to make sure that it ameliorates any
negative or adverse impacts of this regime on racing
codes or on the Victorian racing industry as a whole.
We would be willing to act more quickly than
December 2020 if that proved necessary in order to
ensure that those guarantees to the clubs and to the
industry are in fact met.
The government estimates that this bill will raise
roughly in the order of $48 million additional revenue
in a full year of operation. Because the Victorian racing
industry will receive 1.5 per cent of the 8 per cent,
which makes 18.75 per cent by my calculations, the
government thinks there will be a net benefit to the
budget of around about $30 million or so in the first full
year, rising to $40 million over the forward estimates,
with the balance of that money going to the Victorian
racing industry.
I think it is very important that that additional money
that will be going to the Victorian racing industry is not
taken away from other forms of government support.
For example, if the racing industry is to receive
additional money as a result of this
point-of-consumption tax, there should not be any
commensurate reduction in the Victorian Racing
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Infrastructure Fund or other forms of government
support to the industry. Racing is a very important
employer in this state. Whether people are riding track,
whether they are bookies, whether they are selling food
and beverages at the race clubs, whether they are
parking cars or whether they are involved in the media
side of things, racing is a very important employer for
this state. It is part of our cultural heritage in this state.
Of course when you look around at the way we do
racing in Victoria, it is a very important tourism offer in
this state. I think there is a big economic benefit to a
well-run and well-funded Victorian racing industry, and
we would like to make sure that that continues. I would
like to hear from a senior government member in this
debate to confirm on the record that the additional
money the VRI will be receiving as a result of this
legislation will not be taken away through reductions in
other funding sources. I think that is an important
guarantee that people would like to hear.
There have been some concerns raised with me about
some of the technical issues surrounding the legislation.
One corporate bookmaker in particular has advised me
that in their view the Victorian government has made a
serious drafting error in the bill, which will materially
increase the point-of-consumption tax above the
purported 8 per cent rate. It would do so by seeking to
tax revenue that does not exist by including free or
bonus bets in the calculation of net wagering revenue.
This is an issue that I did ask about in the briefing, and
the response I received was simply that the government
is treating the issue of free or bonus bets no differently
under this bill compared to how they are currently
treated. That answer is disputed by people in the
industry, and I think this is an important issue. The
government needs to be crystal clear about why it is
seeking to treat the issue of free or bonus bets
differently from, for example, what is happening in, I
understand, other jurisdictions north of here — New
South Wales and Queensland. We need to get this right.
On the face of it if a punter is betting $50 on a
particular outcome and they have a bonus bet, let us
say, that allows them to double that stake to $100, $50
is all that actually changes hands. If that bet loses, $50
has passed. If the bet succeeds, then the wager that is
paid is based on $100, but that is money out of the
pocket of the corporate bookmaker. I am not here to
argue for corporate bookmakers, but I am here to
question why the government has taken a different
approach to the treatment of free or bonus bets in
Victoria compared to how it is done in other
jurisdictions. And if that has the effect of increasing the
effect of the tax rate to above 8 per cent, then that raises
some questions about our competitiveness.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
2982

ASSEMBLY

The government has made, I think, a virtue of the fact
that it has set a nominal tax rate of 8 per cent compared
to the 10 per cent or 15 per cent that operates in other
jurisdictions, but if the technical way in which this bill
operates is such that it gives an effective rate of more
than 8 per cent, then that benefit dissipates. I do think
the government needs to explain why it is proposing to
treat the issue of free or bonus bets the way it is in this
bill. I would like to think that if the government
believes on reflection that it has it wrong, then it would
put in place amendments to deal with that. I would
certainly hope that at the very least the government
would give a commitment that the definitions and the
use or the way in which free and bonus bets are treated
would form part of the legislative review which is
contained here and which is required to be completed
and tabled in Parliament by December 2020.
In my consultations I was very pleased to receive
representations from the Victorian racing industry. I
will read out part of their response to me. They said:
Subsequent to the release of the details of the proposed POCT
in Victoria, it has become apparent that the NSW government
intends to divert a much greater proportion of POCT proceeds
toward the NSW racing industry than we expect to occur in
Victoria.
Any significant discrepancy between the returns flowing to
the VRI as compared to other Australian jurisdictions will
challenge the pre-eminence of Victorian racing and may
compromise the VRI’s ability to continue to deliver strong
economic returns for the state.
The VRI will be looking to the proposed review process to
address such a significant discrepancy should it emerge. The
VRI notes that the Treasurer’s second-reading speech refers
to the principles of maintaining the pre-eminence of the VRI
and addressing interstate competitiveness.

Adverting to the issue I just raised, the letter from the
Victorian racing industry goes on to state:
The VRI had previously supported a definition of ‘net
wagering revenue’ which allowed for the exclusion of free
bets and bonus bets from the taxable base, however we note
that the Treasurer has proposed a definition which remains
consistent with the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. We
further understand from corporate bookmakers that the NSW
government may be considering adopting an approach to ‘net
wagering revenue’ which allows for the exclusion of free bets
and bonus bets from the taxable base. Were this to occur, it
would create a further source of competitive advantage for the
NSW racing industry and would need to be redressed in the
review.

I had both corporate bookmakers and the Victorian
racing industry raise concerns with me about the way in
which the Treasurer has treated the issue of free and
bonus bets in this legislation. I certainly think that the
government has an obligation to take those concerns
seriously, to respond to them in the course of this
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debate and, as I say, to at the very least guarantee that
what appears to be quite a difficult issue is guaranteed
to be the subject of the statutory review required to be
completed by December 2020.
From a tax design point of view there is a certain logic
to taxing activity based on where the activity is
performed or where the customer is rather than based
on where the supplier is. Certainly I do not have any
great joy in seeing corporate bookmakers who run large
and profitable businesses — and good luck to them for
doing that — operating out of the ACT or the Northern
Territory and running businesses based on the show
that the Victorian racing industry puts on and not
making a fair contribution to both the Victorian racing
industry and the Victorian budget. On that basis, the
coalition does not propose to oppose this bill. We do
have some queries around the edges about some of the
details and how the bill will operate. We do ask that the
guarantees that have been verbally provided to the
Victorian racing industry be confirmed by the
government in the chamber, we do ask that the issue of
free and bonus bets be expanded on by the government
and we do ask that the government confirm there will
be no reduction in other funding sources from the
government to the Victorian racing industry as a
consequence of the VRI receiving a proportion of the
proposed point-of-consumption tax.
In concluding, we are getting towards spring, so it is
almost Spring Racing Carnival time. I think that
everyone in the industry is hoping for a good season. I
do hope we get some certainty, though. The fact that
the government have left it until the Wednesday of the
third-last sitting week before the election to debate a tax
regime change — a significant tax regime change
which they propose will commence operation on
1 January 2019 — does I think mean they have left
their run very late. I do not know what the legislative
program is like in the other place. I understand that
there is quite a backlog. I do hope that this is one bill
that, if unopposed, can make it through, because I do
not think it is in the interests of bookmakers, the public
or the racing industry to have continuing uncertainty
about these arrangements pending the outcome of the
election. With those words, I again confirm that the
coalition will not be opposing the bill.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (18:53) — It is my
pleasure to rise in support of the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018. As we
have heard, this bill is ultimately about making
wagering and betting companies pay their fair share of
Victorian taxes no matter where they are based. I would
like to think that that is something we can all get
behind. I know that towards the end of his contribution
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the member for Malvern did say he was not opposed to
the concept of companies having to contribute to what I
think he called the ‘show’ of Victorian events, despite
the fact that they may not be based here themselves, so
that they can contribute to the Victorian economy and
to, of course, the Victorian budget. Online betting and
wagering agencies take a huge amount of money out of
Victoria, and it is time, I think, that they started making
what is a fair and proper contribution to our state, so I
was very pleased to hear that sentiment in those closing
remarks made by the member for Malvern.
Victorians spend approximately $1.2 billion annually
on wagering and betting on horseracing, on greyhound
racing and on various sports and other events.
Increasingly this wagering is being conducted online
through corporate bookmakers licensed outside of
Victoria, and these corporate bookmakers are not
captured under the current Victorian wagering and
betting taxation framework, which is obviously a
problem. That is why we are seeking to replace existing
wagering taxes with a point-of-consumption tax. As a
result, all wagering and betting operators, no matter
where they are located or where they are licensed, will
pay tax on customers’ wagering and betting activity
right here in Victoria.
This reform will align the Victorian wagering and
betting taxation framework with the increasingly digital
wagering and betting environment, and it will level the
playing field between all providers of betting services
to people in Victoria. Operators will be taxed at a rate
of 8 per cent of net wagering revenue, and this strikes
the right balance, we feel, between collecting our fair
share from online bookmakers, protecting Victorian
jobs, which we know is a key priority of the Andrews
government, and ensuring that our racing industry
continues to thrive.
Problem gambling, including through online betting
sites, costs Victorians around $7 billion a year. It is time
that online betting operators started making a proper
contribution to addressing that. I know, like many
others in this place do, problem gambling is an issue in
my community, as it is in many of our communities,
and we are all keen to ensure that the right resources are
put into addressing that and striking the right balance
between people being able to enjoy the activity but not
to a dangerous degree. The net additional revenue
retained from the introduction of a
point-of-consumption tax in its first full year of
operation is anticipated to be approximately
$30 million, which is significant, and all additional
revenue collected will go to the state’s Hospitals and
Charities Fund, which I think we would all agree is a
good outcome.
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The government is committed to Victoria remaining the
pre-eminent racing state. I know the previous speaker
referred to the Spring Racing Carnival in November,
coming up shortly, and that is a period that is obviously
very close to many people’s hearts, a period that many
Victorians, indeed Australians, enjoy and a big event in
the Victorian events calendar. The Victorian racing
industry (VRI), as we know, is a major part of Victoria’s
sporting and cultural landscape, and to give you an idea
of just how significant it is, it contributes about
$2.8 billion annually to the Victorian economy while
supporting over 140 000 jobs and participants, which I
think demonstrates well why it is an industry that the
government would seek to both support and also
regulate in the sense of ensuring that its contribution is
still being adequately felt right here in Victoria.
The government has committed that the racing industry,
collectively and individually as codes, will be no worse
off as a result of the introduction of a Victorian
point-of-consumption tax. The tax has been designed to
reduce potential adverse impacts on the Victorian
racing industry. This bill provides that the government
will contribute a proportion of the amount of wagering
and betting tax received to the Victorian racing
industry, and this will represent a new source of
funding for the VRI as well. This is on top of existing
funding for the racing industry, such as a $72 million
Victorian Racing Industry Fund.
The government has undertaken extensive consultation
with key industry stakeholders on the design
considerations and potential industry impacts since the
tax was first announced in the last budget, and in
August 2017 the Victorian government released a
consultation paper seeking reviews on the policy design
considerations and those potential impacts of this tax. A
considerable number of submissions were received in
response to the consultation paper and have informed
the design of this tax, and the government has also
undertaken targeted consultations with the three peak
bodies representing the Victorian racing industry:
Racing Victoria, Harness Racing Victoria and
Greyhound Racing Victoria as well. A number of
stakeholders have welcomed the government’s reform
of wagering taxes, and with that I commend the bill to
the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The question is:
That the house now adjourns.
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Emerald Secondary College
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (19:00) — (14 842) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek
is for the minister to meet with students of the ERASE
group — that is, eliminating rubbish and saving our
environment — at Emerald Secondary College. Jaicob
Barrot is with us here today in the gallery and actually
wrote this adjournment for us to get the minister out to
see them:
We are a passionate group of five year 7 students: Christian
Stammer, artist; Kiara Flavel, general assistant; Jaicob Barrot,
communications liaison; Charlotte Woehl, head of research;
and Galaxy Lay, presentations. Also Noa Silversten, a year 9
student, is team captain and an experienced problem-solver.
Our group has recognised the constant issue of plastic and
other waste products having a negative impact on our
environment and wildlife as well as us.
Our research shows that globally since 1950 rubbish
consumption has increased by 600 per cent and is continuing
to rise. We ask to meet with the environmental minister to
discuss matters such as the implementation of a 10-cent
refund on bottles and cans, as it is in place in 80 per cent of
Europe and other states in Australia and is a great incentive to
recycle properly. We would like to ask for assistance in
helping to educate people to combat the problem.
This problem is reflected in our own community. When the
team conducted a research walk around the school, we saw
numerous different plastics and other non-recyclable
materials neglectfully discarded in the native bushland.
This plastic and non-recyclable waste is having an appalling
impact on the environment, affecting us, our wildlife, our
oceans and the landscape, causing devastating effects for
future generations.
The team concluded that something had to be done to not
only clean up this mess but prevent it from occurring in the
future.
So far the ERASE team has designed a major project, the
Upcycle Amphitheatre — an amphitheatre which will be
constructed from non-recyclables such as old tyres. We are
now in the process of gaining materials for this project.
Another major project was to eliminate the use of single-use
plastics and non-recyclables in the school canteen. Goodbye
to plastic straws.
We need support to help implement projects like these
throughout Victoria.
We have support of various external agencies, including Brad
Battin, MP, Emerald Rotary, local businesses, teachers,
parents, the student body, local upcycle artist Sioux Dollman,
Cardinia Shire Council, ward councillors and Bocca Foods,
which supplies the school canteen.
ERASE has also implemented an ERASE week focusing on
educating people about the effects of plastics on future
generations. Minister, we at ERASE request a meeting with
yourself, Brad Battin and our group to talk about our future.
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I would like to congratulate Jaicob on writing that
adjournment. It is so good to see a young person from a
local school in Emerald so committed to working in the
environment and eliminating plastics in Victoria.

Williamstown electorate sporting facilities
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (19:02) — (14 843)
I wish to raise a matter for the Minister for Sport. The
action I seek is for the minister to consider favourably a
number of sports applications that have been made by
the Hobsons Bay City Council to the various grant
programs that Sport and Recreation Victoria have open
currently. For the minister’s benefit, the Hobsons Bay
City Council has conducted a very thorough needs
assessment and has determined a priority list of projects
that it wishes to fund over the next 10 years. Out of that
work have come a couple of very good projects, one
being Fearon Reserve and the other being Paisley Park.
Both of these venues are used very frequently by a
number of clubs, but they are seeing an increased
number of events, with female participation in football
of both codes, the round ball and the oval ball. They are
of course playing out of facilities which were made for
a different era. What the Hobsons Bay City Council is
seeking is to modernise those facilities to create better
unisex facilities, if you like, and I think they are very
worthy applications.
The second program the council is seeking funds for is
for Digman Reserve. Digman Reserve is a much-loved
reserve. It is used very frequently during the summer
period for cricket, but given the growth of soccer — or
some might say football — they are seeking to use that
reserve for the full 12 months of the year. They
obviously want to upgrade the playing facilities there,
put some lights in the reserve and essentially increase
its utilisation and cater for the growing sport of soccer.
I know that the minister has been a very strong
supporter of female participation in sport right across
the suburbs, and indeed our council is very excited
about the prospect of seeing a couple of these
applications potentially be successful so that it can get
on with the work and create greater facilities for local
sports men and sportswomen and boys and girls.

Green Island Avenue–Nepean Highway,
Mount Martha
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (19:05) — (14 844) I
raise a matter for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and I am glad to see he is in the chamber this
evening. It relates to the intersection of Green Island
Avenue and Nepean Highway in Mount Martha. The
action I seek is the upgrade of the intersection to allow
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for the installation of a left-hand turn and deceleration
lane from Nepean Highway into Green Island Avenue.
Green Island Avenue was once a very lightly settled
street of large blocks with single dwellings and a very
low traffic flow. As the peninsula has developed, it is
now a fully settled area, with most lots, because they
are large lots, containing many dwellings.
Unfortunately the intersection was designed for that
light settlement pattern and it is now no longer
appropriate. Many vehicles are now passing through the
intersection every day.
In April this year a group of residents petitioned the
shire council, noting their concern at vehicles
accelerating from the traffic lights at Bentons Road and
running up against the traffic decelerating to turn left
into Green Island Avenue, with an obvious risk of
rear-end collisions. The residents asked the council to
work with VicRoads to construct a left-turn slip lane
over the drain easement and provide funding to relocate
the underground stormwater. It was also noted that this
intersection is the only street on Nepean Highway
between Bentons Road and Craigie Road — and there
are a number — that does not currently have a slip lane.
This in itself creates difficulties because drivers have an
expectation that vehicles turning left will be able to
move out of the traffic stream as they slow. Of course
in this case they cannot do so.
The council correctly noted that VicRoads is
responsible for managing the intersection, but stated
also that officers of the council were supportive of the
proposal, and I understand that support was provided in
writing. The residents also wrote directly to the
minister, and his office responded on his behalf in July
of this year. Many of the words in the letter were the
sort of standard things that we have come to expect, the
setting of priorities and so on, but the letter does in fact
indicate that:
… due to the difficult configuration of the site coupled with
the relocation of critical services makes this option unsuitable
in the short term.

I think the letter actually gives the game away by
recognising the difficulty of the site and the need to
relocate services. Translation: this is an expensive job,
and we do not really want to fund it at this point. So it is
a bit hard and it is a bit expensive.
With respect to the minister’s office, this is a classic
example of an intersection that has been perfectly
serviceable for low-volume traffic flows, but given the
far greater intensity of development it is now no longer
suitable. It is not fit for purpose for the volume of
vehicles using the intersection every day. VicRoads
have met their obligations on every other intersection in
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this particular stretch of the highway, but apparently not
this one. So I am asking the minister to reconsider the
position taken by his office and to direct VicRoads to
do what needs to be done, and that is to fix the problem.

I Cook Foods
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (19:08) — (14 845)
My matter is for the attention of the Minister for Trade
and Investment and Minister for Innovation and the
Digital Economy in the other place. The action I seek
from the minister is that he meet with an innovative and
expanding food manufacturing business located in
Dandenong South. The business is called I Cook Foods.
I Cook Foods is a family-owned and operated business
which operates out of Dandenong South. The business
produces texture-modified foods for individuals who
suffer from dysphagia, which is a difficulty with
swallowing. Dysphagia is a condition that affects many
people within our community, some temporarily but
others permanently. It is often associated with
conditions such as motor neurone disease, Alzheimer’s
disease, multiple sclerosis and head and neck injuries,
among others.
For sufferers of dysphagia, texture-modified foods are
used to manage and reduce risks associated with their
condition. However, for most sufferers this just means
pureed foods. Eating pureed foods is socially isolating,
less enjoyable and often less nutritious. Those who
need to eat these foods often experience embarrassment
or difficulty when eating out or when eating at work or
in social environments. Further, current production
methods and techniques applied in the industry use
liquids to create a pureed texture. Consequently the
finished products can have about 25 to 30 per cent
liquid content, which results in a meal with lower
nutritional value. But I Cook Foods is a game changer.
I Cook Foods provides 100 per cent undiluted
texture-modified foods which are moulded to look and
taste like the meal in its original non-texture-modified
form. I Cook Foods seeks to help those with dysphagia
look forward to their meal times and feel socially
included by providing realistic-looking,
texture-modified foods with superior nutritional benefit.
I Cook Foods is currently the largest private provider of
Meals on Wheels in Victoria. They manufacture meals
for eight municipalities. They also provide catering
services for a number of Healthscope sites, including
seven metropolitan hospitals and four high-care
supported living homes. I Cook Foods is offering a
unique and innovative product which is creating social
awareness, reducing the isolation and improving the
wellbeing and quality of life of dysphagia sufferers. As
such, I seek that the minister meet with I Cook Foods to
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learn about new and emerging opportunities for this
food manufacturing business and their amazing product.

Drought assistance
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (19:10) — (14 846)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture in the other place. The action I seek is for
her to visit my electorate of Gippsland East to talk to
our farmers who are confronting a drought situation
that is causing a high level of concern. I have spoken
previously in this place about the prospect of fodder
shortages being caused by a lot of our fodder
disappearing over the border to New South Wales to
address the high level of urgency that its rural sector is
experiencing. Also, earlier today in the chamber I spoke
about an issue around native animals impacting on
crops that farmers are trying to get going to grow
fodder for the spring period ahead. Kangaroos and
ducks are two that are causing a lot of concern.
What I raised today was that there is a delay in
approving permits to control wildlife. Our farmers are
facing this prospect, and with a four-to-six-week
approval process by the department, they are getting
these permits far too late and their crops are being
destroyed. What we need to do is get the agriculture
minister down to our region. She needs to get out and
meet the farmers and discuss with them the various
issues that they are facing and what measures can be
put in place to assist our rural sector.
I know the minister had a productive meeting today
with representatives of the East Gippsland Shire
Council. The CEO, Gary Gaffney, and the mayor, Joe
Rettino, have been down here and reported that they did
have a very productive meeting with the minister and
they too have extended an invitation for her to come to
our region. If the minister is open to it, I think we can
probably do this in a bipartisan manner. She should go
around and talk to members of our rural sector, who
would give her a good understanding of the lay of the
land. I encourage her to take up this offer from me and
the council, and we look forward to seeing her —
hopefully — in the weeks ahead.

Yuroke Youth Advisory Council
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (19:12) — (14 847) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Youth
Affairs, and the action I seek is that the minister meet
with members of my Yuroke Youth Advisory Council.
As the minister is aware, I established the Yuroke
Youth Advisory Council in 2015 to provide young
people with a platform to express their concerns and
represent their peers. This year’s youth advisory council
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consists of young people aged from 14 to 20 from a
diverse range of backgrounds, all of whom have made a
fantastic contribution as the council has investigated the
topic of youth employment.
Advisory council members are currently preparing a
report on their work this year, which has included
meeting with a range of experts across the year, and
planning, promoting and delivering a youth
employment forum, which took place on 2 August. I
know advisory council members would greatly benefit
from meeting with the minister, as previous advisory
council members have throughout this term of
government, and I look forward to her response.

Drought assistance
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (19:13) — (14 848) My
adjournment matter is for the Premier, and the action I
seek is that he offer meaningful support to farmers in
my electorate who are extremely anxious about the
extended dry weather conditions and fodder shortage. A
perfect storm is brewing in northern Victoria.
Queensland and New South Wales have been in
drought for several years and Victorian farmers have
been sending fodder north to them. As a result our
fodder storages are now depleted, and the lack of rain
means this year’s fodder crops could fail entirely. This
is the time that farmers plan for the season ahead and
how best to manage the dry conditions they are facing.
We are hearing that some dairy farmers are already
culling their herds because of the threat that they are
facing from the impending fodder shortage. We do not
want to be in a position where our farmers cannot feed
their own stock because of a lack of government action.
Farmers in my community need more irrigation water
to be made available to them now so they can grow out
the crops that are already in the ground so as to be able
to feed their own stock but also to continue to supply
fodder to drought-affected areas to the north. We know
that there is water in the hands of the Victorian state
government, whether it is through holdings with
various water authorities, the Victorian Environmental
Water Holder or other savings in the system. I urge the
government to establish a task force to identify what
water can be made available to irrigation communities
now and to devise a methodology to ensure that that
water goes to those who will use it for fodder
production. Too often governments wait to see what
happens next rather than planning for what could be an
imminent crisis, and I ask the Premier to take this on
board and act now.
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Moonee Ponds Creek

Trentham Kindergarten

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (19:15) — (14 849) I
direct my adjournment debate to the Minister for Water,
and the action I seek from the minister is that the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
and other agencies work with community groups to
identify ways to improve the amenity, environmental
health and recreational values of Moonee Ponds Creek.
Access to open space in my electorate is vital for the
health of my constituents, and we know that access to
our waterways plays an important part in promoting
positive physical and mental health. A discussion with
the department and community groups on how this can
best be achieved would be most welcome.

Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (19:17) — (14 851) The
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister
for Early Childhood Education, and the action I seek is
that the minister provide the funding required to
upgrade Trentham Kindergarten and deliver the extra
places needed to cater for this growing community.
Last week I met with Trentham parents, Cr Sebastian
Klein and council representatives keen to see a
much-needed redevelopment and expansion of places
and services at Trentham kinder.

Pakenham railway station
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (19:16) — (14 850) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is that the minister fund
an upgrade to Pakenham railway station. Pakenham
commuters have quite simply had enough. The station
is substandard by anybody’s measure. The station is
old. The toilets are worn and smelly. The reception,
ticketing and waiting areas are way too small. The
shelter along the station is narrow and inadequate, and
commuters are getting wet. I invite the minister to join
me on any weekday morning to share the experience
with my constituents. Rather than being chauffeured,
the minister might care to drive her car and attempt to
find a parking space. She will then have to battle the
weather to even make it to the station.
The minister claims that the Pakenham train station is a
premium station. A premium station is supposedly of a
high standard. If the minister is up for a challenge,
then I will set her one: find a worse premium station
and I will shout her a drink. I do not think I will be out
of pocket.
When asked recently about the station, the minister
offered her usual petulance and referred back to the last
government. Sadly for us all, the minister needs to be
reminded that Labor has been in government for 15 of
the last 19 years and barely a cent has been spent on the
Pakenham station despite the population growth in the
area. So, Minister, show some interest in the Pakenham
commuters, who under your watch have the worst
performing train line on the network. At least make
their wait a little more comfortable and fund a major
upgrade to the station without further delay.

Trentham is a growing town that is currently seeing an
increasing in the proportion of families with young
children and a rising demand for kinder services.
Trentham kinder is more than 30 years old and is in
desperate need of an upgrade. With Hepburn Shire
Council funds already allocated to this project, support
from our government will allow work to start
straightaway on facility upgrades and the construction
of two new rooms. Our government is making record
investments in building, expanding and improving early
years infrastructure across Victoria, including upgrades
at Romsey Kindergarten, Riddells Creek Kindergarten
and Swinburne Avenue Children’s Centre in Gisborne.
Minister, I ask that you now fund this much-needed
upgrade at Trentham.
While I am on my feet, could I also give a shout-out to
the Trentham men’s shed, which is seeking to establish
a shed. I ask the minister to consider funding that
shed also.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — It is usually one
question per adjournment, member for Macedon.

Responses
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (19:19) — The member for Mornington had an
issue in relation to Nepean Highway and Green Island
Avenue. I will provide the member with a written
response to that matter because I am not across the full
details here tonight.
In relation to the member for Gembrook, he had a
question for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. The member for Gippsland East had a
question for the Minister for Agriculture in relation to
drought. The member for Shepparton had a question to
the Premier in relation to drought issues. The member
for Bass had a question for the Minister for Public
Transport. The member for Williamstown had a
question for the Minister for Sport. The member for
Dandenong had a question for the Minister for Trade
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and Investment and Minister for Innovation and the
Digital Economy. The member for Yuroke had an issue
for the Minister for Youth Affairs. The member for
Essendon had an issue for the Minister for Water.
Lastly, the member for Macedon had various issues for
the Minister for Early Childhood Education.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.20 p.m.
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Thursday, 23 August 2018
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ringwood be considered next day on
motion of Ms RYALL (Ringwood).

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC ADVOCATE
DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
Community visitors report 2017
The SPEAKER (09:33) — Can I welcome to the
gallery the Honourable Alan Carpenter, former Premier
of Western Australia.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Marong Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the school community of Marong Primary
School draws to the attention of the house that Marong
Primary School has completed a detailed planning project for
new facilities designed to cater for rapidly growing
enrolments and has now reached the design for tender stage.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls on the Minister for Education to
allocate funding to finance the project as planned so that
construction can commence at the earliest possible time.

By Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (163 signatures).

Bairnsdale Secondary College

Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing), by leave, presented government response.
Tabled.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 —
Report 2017 on the operation of the Act — Ordered to be
published
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee’s Report on the Inquiry into Drug Law Reform
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Firearms Act 1996 — SR 114
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR 112
Victorian Plantations Corporation Act 1993 — SR 113
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rule 113.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the Legislative Assembly of Victoria the need to have stage 2
of the Bairnsdale Secondary College funded as a matter of
high priority.

By Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (273 signatures).

Norwood Secondary College
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria who have an interest in
Norwood Secondary College draws to the attention of the
house the outdated and run-down state of the classrooms at
this 60-year-old school. The petitioners therefore request that
the Legislative Assembly of Victoria calls on the Andrews
government to ensure Norwood Secondary College urgently
receives the funding it needs to commission a master plan and
to upgrade and modernise its teaching and learning facilities.

By Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (276 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland East be considered next day
on motion of Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(09:36) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
4 September 2018.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Charles Blackman
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (09:36) — I was so
sad to hear of the passing of one of Australia’s greatest
artists, Charles Blackman. Charles left us on Monday,
having just reached a personal milestone. He was
90 years old. Iconic works from the Schoolgirl and
Alice in Wonderland series will be familiar to so many
in the chamber, but it is a little treasure called Touching
that I love best. It is only small and simple, but it
depicts the most sweet moment between a girl and her
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cat. When I sent a message of condolence to his son,
Auguste, also a very talented painter, I got back a text
which says it all: ‘The earth feels naked today’. And so
it does. Australia thanks Charles Blackman for his
breadth of artistic contributions. Vale, Charles.

Boronia K–12 College
Ms VICTORIA — Book Week is always a
highlight in my calendar, and this year was no different.
Dressed as a pirate, I headed off to read to the great
students at Boronia K–12 College. The whole primary
school, even the teachers and principal, dressed for the
occasion. It was lots of fun, and just as importantly it
helps reinforce to kids of all ages just how important
and enjoyable it is to read.

Wantirna College
Ms VICTORIA — Wantirna College have built up
such a strong tradition of fabulous musical theatre
productions over the years that I always wonder how
they will outdo the performances of the year before.
True to form, Legally Blonde was a smashing success,
with excellent acting, singing and dancing, not to
mention the scene with the skipping ropes. I must make
mention of the professional staging too. I know the staff
and parents who volunteer so much time to create the
opportunity for the students to grow as performers and
people are greatly appreciated. They really are the icing
on the cake. Congratulations to all the leads, including
Maddie Wright, Liam Papic, Tineque Law, James
Keam, Rebecca Smedley, Matt Mckenna, Abbey
de Laine, Kaiya Dod, Lexi the dog, and the hysterically
funny Nikhil de Silva.
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workforces and in positions of decision-making just
denies Victoria’s potential as a state. Women are now
50 per cent of board and chair appointments in our
government, and we know quotas work. She
implemented that policy. There is so much more to say
about Fiona’s achievements and the work that she
started, and we will continue to do that work. To her
family, Stephen, Marcus, Catherine and Veronica, today
all of us here are thinking of you and sending our love.

Regency Park Primary School
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (09:39) — I
wish to raise concerns on behalf of Regency Park
Primary School in Wantirna. They have been advised
by the state government that they were receiving
funding to upgrade their library, which was part of the
asbestos removal program. It should be noted that the
state government said all asbestos was going to be
removed from our schools, another promise that has
been broken by this government.
The school was not consulted about the funding and
was not consulted about the fact that the funding was
going to be used on their library. In fact the school
wants the money allocated to upgrade their
multipurpose hall which they use for assembly. The
school has requested for the money to be transferred to
the multipurpose hall, which contains asbestos, but the
government to date has said no. I call on this
government to listen to the concerns of the school
community and to work with the school to ensure that
the money can be reallocated to upgrade their
multipurpose hall.

Wantirna College
Hon. Fiona Richardson
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Women) (09:37) — I
rise to mark one year since the loss of my friend and
colleague Fiona Richardson. I sat beside Fiona for
almost two and a half years on the front bench here in
Parliament. I miss our conversations about our children,
and I miss our feminist scheming. Having the honour to
hold the women’s and the prevention of family violence
portfolios, I have seen firsthand how important the work
that Fiona started is. Four in five Victorians can now
identify what family violence is and its causes. Those
who have seen this government’s family violence
awareness campaigns have more positive attitudes
towards gender equality and respect.
This is the work that Fiona started — generations of
Victorians living in a respectful Victoria, and a Victoria
that is free from violence. Fiona knew that not
recognising the value of women in our society, in our

Mr WAKELING — I would like to congratulate all
of the students and staff at Wantirna College for a
fantastic production of Legally Blonde. It was another
outstanding event, and I pay tribute to all involved in
this great production.

Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING — I wanted to note that in talking
to residents in my community, like so many across this
state, the main concerns that are being raised are
concerns about law and order within the Knox
community, concerns about the cost of living and the
rising electricity prices under this government, concerns
about congestion and the way in which this government
is mishandling planning in this state and also concerns
about congestion. They are calling on this government
to build the east–west link.
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Dorothy Armstrong and Hon. Fiona
Richardson
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) (09:40) — I received
the best hug the other day, and it was from an
extraordinary woman called Dorothy Armstrong.
Dorothy won the excellence in promoting rights,
fairness and safety award at the 2018 Victorian
Disability Awards. The violence that Dorothy
experienced not only caused an acquired brain injury, it
also placed her into the criminal justice system and,
ultimately, jail. Dorothy is now a fierce advocate for the
rights of women with a disability, particularly those
who are in contact with the criminal justice system.
As I was hugging Dorothy I thought of Fiona
Richardson — also a fierce advocate, also a survivor of
family violence. Fiona was determined to stop violence
against women to prevent women like Dorothy being
permanently injured and to prevent women being
permanently traumatised. I think about the amazing
work that Fiona did in her life and cannot help but think
about all the incredible work that she wanted to do. But
when I meet women like Dorothy I am comforted to
know that because of the work that Fiona did and
because of the honesty she showed in talking about her
own childhood the work to prevent family violence has
the best foundation possible.
The establishment of a prevention agency was a dream
of Fiona’s that is becoming a reality. The prevention of
violence against women is now well and truly on the
agenda, and it is there to stay. And because of Fiona
that includes women with disability, it includes elder
abuse — it includes everybody. Fiona, you would have
loved meeting Dorothy, and Dorothy would have loved
meeting you. And today, 12 months since we lost you, I
am reminded of your great work, your tenacity and
your genuine passion to support all the Dorothys in our
state. Thank you, Fiona. I really miss you.

Burra Brewing Company
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (09:42) —
There is a new energy building in South Gippsland and
nowhere more so than in the town of Korumburra. The
recent opening of dual cafes and the fresh food market
in the former Parry’s store in the main street has now
been complemented by the opening of the Burra
Brewing Company just across the road, serving fine
craft beers and wood-fired pizzas.
I was privileged to officially open this fantastic new
addition to the town’s food and tourism attractions and
would like to congratulate owners and developers Phill
and Ange Dempster, Anthony and Kim Dempster, and
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Luke and Narelle Jones for their foresight and drive. It
was great to see so many local tradesmen also
employed in the transformation of the old garden store
into a wonderful new brewery.

Sale Field & Game Association
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Well done to the members of
Sale Field & Game, the largest branch of Field and
Game Australia in the state, for their efforts in planting
6000 trees at the Heart Morass two weeks ago. Some
45 volunteers from the club did a great job of
revegetating the area, which has been transformed over
recent years by the work of Field and Game and its
volunteers. Their work shows who the true
environmentalists are. They have done a magnificent
job revegetating and rehabilitating this beautiful
wetland just outside of Sale.

Southern Business Women’s Network
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Congratulations to the
Southern Business Women’s Network, which last week
celebrated its 20th anniversary. I believe the member
for Bass was present at the celebration. This is a
fantastic organisation which supports women in
business in the South Gippsland and Bass Coast shires.
I am sorry that I could not make it to the celebration
due to the death of my own mother, another wonderful
woman. Vale, Josephine Ann O’Brien.

Hon. Fiona Richardson
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (09:43) — Last
night when I re-read my condolence motion for Fiona
Richardson, I was convinced that Fiona’s master
strategist mind was still influencing my life. Let me
explain. Last year, with a heavy heart I made it clear
that Fiona was like a sister to me — protective,
nurturing, loyal and never afraid to speak plainly when
she wanted to make a point. As we know, Fiona died
one year ago today, aged 50. In a remarkable twist of
fate my older sister Lisa turned 50 on Tuesday. It was
the type of diversionary tactic that Fiona would have
loved, designed to redirect attention away from herself
and her many wonderful deeds. As I stand here today, I
still cannot quite believe she has gone. I think about her
often and I see her influence everywhere.
Her gift to public life was her boundless intellect and
razor-sharp focus and she used these qualities to
achieve greatness. These achievements have been well
documented, but in an era where politicians are losing
respect in the community, Fiona broke the mould and
carved out a political career that will be matched by
very few. She was a person of conviction and used her
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power to change the course of the biggest community
safety issue of our time, preventing violence against
women. Our thoughts today are very firmly with
Stephen, Marcus, Catherine and Veronica and brothers
Hamish and Alastair. You are greatly missed, sister.
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character. She was both impossibly kind and
unflinchingly steely. She stood up for what she believed
in and she stood with those she loved, regardless of, at
times, great personal cost. She had an open heart and a
clear head and she had a wicked, if sometimes hidden,
sense of humour.

Beaconsfield Primary School
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (09:45) — I first rise to
speak about Beaconsfield Primary School which I
attended last week to meet up with Suzanne
Humphreys, who is the student representative council
(SRC) liaison, and SRC representatives Maddy,
Charlotte, Tristan, Rory, Karima, Holly and Jasmine. I
joined them to get a message out about positive mental
health. When we talk about mental health it is very
important that we talk about the influence of positive
mental health on young people to ensure that they can
prepare themselves with resilience for the future. Gary
Methven, who is the principal, proudly hosted pyjama
day. Members would be very pleased to know that I did
attend in my pyjamas at Beaconsfield Primary School
and proudly wore my Geelong Football Club pyjamas.
With my Geelong Football Club pyjamas I had my
running gear on the top half, which the students thought
was quite interesting. They asked, ‘Why would you
wear running gear to bed?’. Of course it is so you can
get up and get going first thing in the morning to
improve your positive mental health.

Woodlands Park retirement village
Mr BATTIN — On another issue, I raise the
Woodlands Park retirement village. I have met with
Malcolm Menzel down there who is on the residents
committee, and he is a fantastic ambassador for his
local community. He is calling on the government to
have discussions with him at the moment around the
extension and expansion of the Monash Freeway that
will go past Woodlands. Currently they do not have
any sound barriers along that part of the freeway and
they would like those for the future. They would like to
have some discussions with government. I note that the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety is at the table
today, and I am sure we will get some letters to him
shortly around having discussions to ensure their
sound protection.

Fiona loved wind chimes. She has this beautiful one in
her courtyard. The sounds it makes are complex and
haunting yet clear, cutting through the afternoon sun, a
link to her deep spirituality — earth, sky, sea and wind.
In a link to my spirituality I want to finish with that
great song that became a civil rights song, We Shall Not
Be Moved. Just like a tree standing by the water, we
shall not be moved. The roots that she put down in this
place and throughout Victoria in terms of policy and
legacy will not be moved. Her love and friendship will
not be moved. Her family’s outstanding beauty and
depth will remain. She is on her way to heaven and she
will not be moved.

Mildura residential rehabilitation facility
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (09:48) — Drugs are a
scourge in any community, and north-west Victoria has
been overlooked by the Andrews Labor government in
its need for a residential rehabilitation facility. The
community has been proactive in seeking to offer a
residential rehab facility which has been supported by
the testimonies of people in our community who have
successfully beaten drugs but have had to leave town
for assistance. When the ice epidemic hit Mildura, the
community confronted the epidemic head on with
Project Ice, which first explained what ice is and then
assisted the community in identifying and assisting
people who are addicted.
Sunraysia Community Health Services have a
non-residential rehabilitation program running in the
community. With the support of people like Gary
Castleman, his Rotarian colleagues and the Royal
Flying Doctor Service, they have been advocating for a
residential facility. Gary’s crusade has turned into a
local drug action team, which has produced a business
case supporting the need for a residential rehab facility
in our area. The time is fast approaching when the
Labor government should make commitments to a
residential rehab facility in Mildura.

Hon. Fiona Richardson
Art of Football exhibition
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) (09:46) — The things
that made Fiona Richardson such an extraordinary
politician, and more importantly a policymaker, were
the same things that made her such a remarkable
mother and an exceptional friend. She was authentic,
unwavering and courageous. She had conviction and

Mr CRISP — For lovers of art and football I
suggest they get along to Mildura and treat themselves
to the finest football art exhibition ever. This event is
the lovechild of Bob Utber, a local celebrity and
football aficionado, and this is his third exhibition.
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More than 20 artists from around Australia have
submitted works this year and I highly recommend that
art lovers take the opportunity to experience, in Bob’s
words, ‘what football can bring to art’.

Hon. Fiona Richardson
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (09:49) — It is hard to
believe that a year has passed since the passing of Fiona
Richardson, the first-ever Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence. My thoughts are with Fiona’s loved
ones today as they remember and reflect on the
wonderful memories they hold, just as we will here in
this place today. I am sure that many of us will be
thinking of Fiona today and the legacy she left for all
Victorians, particularly women and children.
Thousands of Victorian women and service providers
will remember her passion and commitment to
addressing family violence. I know in my electorate of
Geelong service providers who had worked very
closely with Fiona mourned her passing and were
devastated. They too will be reflecting on the
significant changes we see in the family violence
sector, driven by Fiona.
Fiona would be very proud of the progress the Andrews
government has made with the ongoing implementation
of the recommendations resulting from the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. The current Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence has done us
proud by continuing this critical work on the prevention
of family violence. At the recent opening of the safety
hub, The Orange Door, in Geelong I was thinking of
Fiona. I thought about how proud she would be to see
these doors open and the commitment of the family
violence practitioners who are rolling out the safety hub.
The family violence prevention agency fulfils
recommendation 188 of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. This was something Fiona advocated
for and we have now implemented. It is a reminder to all
of us who have the privilege to sit in this place that the
policy changes we make can so significantly affect the
lives of women and children in Victoria.

Gippstar Awards
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (09:51) — Last week I
had the pleasure of attending the 58th annual Gippstar
Awards to celebrate and present awards to some of our
highly talented Gippsland sportsmen and sportswomen
and some of our sporting clubs and teams.
Congratulations to all winners and nominees within the
Morwell electorate, including Ella O’Doherty, Jorja
Halsall, Molly Cargill, Chelsea D’Angelo, Alex
Vuillermin, Alarna Gibson-Williamson, Jordyn Cargill,
Isabella Lia, Ruby Storm, Jade Melbourne, Blake
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Townsend, Andrew Brady, Adam Murray, the Falcons
2000 senior men’s soccer team, the Gippsland under-21
men’s cricket team, the Morwell Pegasus women’s
soccer team, the Traralgon City women’s soccer team,
the Falcons 2000 senior soccer club, Don Wight and
Joe Auciello. It is incredible that so many Gippsland
athletes continue to compete and perform so well
regionally, statewide, nationally and internationally
across a wide range of sports. Congratulations to all.

Churchill primary schools
Mr NORTHE — Last week the Minister for
Education delivered some good news by announcing
funding to upgrade Churchill Primary School. In the
minister’s media release was the following statement,
and I quote:
Churchill families will get the world-class local school their
kids deserve …

Now, there might not seem to be a problem with such a
quote. That would be if there was only one primary
school in Churchill, as the minister’s statement
suggests. However, there are actually three primary
schools in Churchill, and they all deserve world-class
facilities and the very best start in life for their kids. I
have been contacted by concerned community
members who fear that Churchill North and Lumen
Christi primary schools may lose students, as they are
not deemed world-class by the minister. I implore the
minister to reconsider his comments and ensure all
Churchill primary schools have the best possible
facilities, so their students and families have access to
an equally deserved and brighter educational future.

John Lithgow
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (09:52) — Last Friday,
17 August, we lost a most wonderful and caring person
and dearly loved member of our Labor family in
Carrum Downs. John Lithgow was a most selfless man.
Thirty-three years a paraplegic, he dedicated so much
of his life to helping others and supporting the fight to
make the lives of everyday Victorians better and fairer.
I am so fortunate to have known John and to have had
his support over the years. His friendship, his
thoughtful conversations and his support will be missed
so very much. To his sons, Lachlan and Todd, and their
families, thank you for sharing this most beautiful
person with us. Our thoughts are with you.

Hon. Fiona Richardson
Ms KILKENNY — It is hard to believe that it is
now one year since we lost our colleague and friend the
Honourable Fiona Richardson. But what a legacy she
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has left, especially for Victorian women and children.
Fiona’s impact has been profound. Responding to
family violence and gender inequality are now firmly on
the agenda here in Victoria. As the Minister for Women
and Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence,
Fiona led the enormous push, the momentum, for social,
cultural and legal change, heralding the need for all of
us, men and women, to break the cycle of family
violence and address gender inequality.
The doors have now opened on Victoria’s first-ever
dedicated family violence prevention agency, Respect
Victoria, as it is now known. It will work to combat
gender inequality, which we all know to be the main
driver of family violence. Legislation to enshrine
Respect Victoria in law has already been introduced
into Parliament. A family violence prevention agency
with a primary focus on changing bad attitudes, social
norms and gender stereotypes about women and girls
was something Fiona felt very strongly about. Thank
you, Fiona, for your strength and unwavering
commitment to improving and saving the lives of
Victorian women and children.

Hawthorn Voices of a Generation
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (09:54) — On Friday,
3 August, I held my annual Hawthorn Voices of a
Generation public speaking competition, hosted by
Swinburne University, together with competition
partner Progress Leader. I established this competition
to encourage all students to believe strongly in their
individual potential to contribute to a better world. I
congratulate all 10 contestants. In the junior school
division were Madeleine Shaw, Auburn High School;
Amy Wright, Camberwell High School; Joshua
McLeod, Scotch College; and winner of the junior
school division, Chloe Plant, Strathcona Baptist Girls
Grammar School. In the senior school division were
Lily Benson, Auburn High School; Andy Gordon,
Bialik College; Angus Streat, Camberwell High
School; Rion Ahl, Scotch College; Laura Moorfoot,
Swinburne Senior Secondary College; and winner of
the senior school division, Natasha Hawkins from
Strathcona Baptist Girls Grammar School. We had a
distinguished panel comprising Victorian of the Year,
Susan Alberti, AC; Swinburne University’s
vice-chancellor, Professor Linda Kristjanson, AO;
Boroondara mayor, Cr Jim Parke; Lauren Hilbert from
3AW; and Dr Sarah Curtis, president of Hawthorn
Community Chest.

Auburn Bowls Club
Mr PESUTTO — I was honoured to attend the
Auburn Bowls Club Le Pines Triples tournament on
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Saturday, 18 August. Auburn Bowls Club is a fantastic
club in my electorate that does so much to support our
local community. The event was attended by
24 competing teams and is a friendly way of getting
back into competition mode for local bowlers. I was
proud to present the club with a Victorian flag to fly
proudly on behalf of all Auburn Bowls Club members.
I wish to congratulate and thank the president, Michael
Walker; the greens director, David Pisterman; the
secretary, Scott Bartel; the treasurer, John Quinn; the
senior vice-president, Paul Bowditch; the junior
vice-president, Julie Drummond; the bowls secretary,
Sue Zidziunas; and committee members Mike Lalor,
Christine Diorites, Andrew Ford, Damien Ryan and
Michael Edgoose.

Indian floods
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (09:55) — I raise the serious flooding tragedy
which is currently happening in Kerala, India. Some
350 people have lost their lives, and that affects many
members of my community who were born in Kerala,
specifically Thomas Jacob of the Berwick Ayalkoottam
community group. He is currently in Kerala and recently
sent me a message trying to highlight the very difficult
situation that the community in Kerala is going through.
He was there on holidays but is currently assisting in
camps and the like. Many camps have been set up.
Presently the flooding appears to have reached a peak. I
understand the heaviest impact of the monsoons is
expected to pass, but this is a state with 44 rivers
passing through it and 30 dams. It presently does not
have an early warning system, unfortunately, which the
federal government of India is being urged to look at.
This is the first time in 100 years that this level of
flooding has occurred. Later this year Thomas Jacob of
the aforementioned community group will be setting up
a fundraiser in Bunjil Place in Casey. We will provide
further information on that, but it will be very much
about assisting the marvellous community in the state
of Kerala, India.

AGL Crib Point gas terminal
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (09:57) — Following a
long but ultimately successful fight together with my
community to stop the Brumby Labor government’s
bitumen and urea plants being forced onto the foreshore
at Crib Point, we now face a similar attack on our
community from AGL and the Andrews government
wanting to force a gas facility on us. On 10 August last
year and again this week the Andrews government
made it very clear that it is behind AGL’s push to force
its facility on the Crib Point community. After a great

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 23 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

deal of consultation with my local residents I have
made it very clear to AGL that, if they continue to force
their facility onto Crib Point constituents and we are
elected in November this year, we will stop them. More
than a decade ago during the fight to stop the bitumen
plant, the federal member for Flinders, Greg Hunt, and
I made the commitment that we would fight any
reindustrialisation of Crib Point, and we intend to keep
that promise.
Not only will the proposed gas facility and pipeline
have a damaging effect on amenity and local property
prices, it will also make it virtually impossible to fight
any other toxic industry locating at Crib Point, or even
the state Labor government’s relocation of Coode
Island down there, as has been rumoured. I have held
public meetings and invited representatives of AGL and
asked them to explain their plans, and it is fair to say
that they have been unable to do so. The 40 local jobs
that AGL were spruiking have been shown not to exist
at all. Rest assured I am opposed to this project, and so
is my community.

Jodi Dack and Hon. Fiona Richardson
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (09:58) — I
just want to start by acknowledging a couple of
fantastic women.
Firstly, I want to acknowledge Jodi Dack and her recent
death. She was such a resilient and strong person and
every moment fought to live longer to be there for Una.
I offer my condolences to Una and Brendan. I know
they will be feeling this for a long time to come.
Also on Friday in Geelong I was able to be there as part
of the opening of The Orange Door safety hub. It was a
really important opportunity that we all reflected on the
great contribution and legacy of Fiona Richardson.
What she left behind will continue to save lives for
many years to come.
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Portarlington safe harbour
Ms NEVILLE — We also went down and visited
the $15 million Portarlington safe harbour, where the
ferry operates from, and announced an investment of a
further $550 000 to build a much-needed covered
passenger walkway to the ferry berth.

Government performance
Mr WATT (Burwood) (10:00) — With crime in
Burwood up by 17.65 per cent since the Andrews
Labor government closed Burwood police station, I
once again implore the minister not only to open the
police station but to remove the graffiti that is on the
wall and on the sign. It is a disgrace that we have a
police station with graffiti — and it is a disgrace that
the minister is leaving the chamber.
The latest data from the National Centre for Vocational
Education Research shows you cannot trust Labor and
you cannot trust the Andrews Labor government.
Government-funded student numbers have dropped by
31.7 per cent under the Premier. It is a decline from
460 500 students in 2014 to 314 600 in 2017. A report
from the Productivity Commission released earlier this
year revealed that Labor underspent student training
budgets in 2016 by a staggering $502 million.

Toorak Road, Camberwell
Mr WATT — I call upon the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety once again to fix Toorak Road.
Toorak Road is a disgrace. I understand that there are
issues with regard to Yarra Trams and VicRoads, but
nonetheless, get your act together and get it fixed. I
raised the state of the road some time ago in this
chamber — a couple of years ago — and noted that
within a couple of days they had filled some of the
potholes, but they really only half-filled them. What
they need to do is fix the road.

Drysdale sports precinct

Mernda rail extension

Ms NEVILLE — On another matter, on Friday I
joined with the Premier to make some really significant
and important announcements. Our first stop was the
Drysdale sports precinct with the Drysdale Hawks
Football Club, the soccer club and cricket clubs, and
our announcement was to commit a further $5 million
to deliver stage 2 of this precinct. This is on top of the
$3.5 million we spent in this particular term. We also
committed $50 000 right now to begin the master
planning process, because unfortunately council have
not come up with that money. This is a great win, and it
was welcomed by the community.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (10:01) — This
Sunday I will be attending the official opening of the
long-anticipated Mernda rail extension with the
Minister for Public Transport. It will be an absolutely
wonderful day. Only a Labor government would have
ever delivered this project. This extension is part of
$580 million of funding towards public infrastructure in
the north and will extend the South Morang line to the
newly built Mernda rail. A lot of our northern suburbs
residents got a sneak peek last Saturday at a community
open day, and the feedback was resoundingly positive. I
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would like to thank all of the staff for hosting over
6000 community members and making sure everyone
was warm, engaged and well fed. The project is a real
exercise in what Labor does for communities right
across the state. We bring infrastructure, we bring jobs
and we deliver to the community as we promise. The
northern suburbs certainly have come a long way, and I
am very proud to stand with a government that
understands the needs of communities and the need to
promise projects that will make a transformative
difference and to then get on, do it and deliver it.
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gotten off the ground if it was not for the dedication and
enthusiasm of Chris Ross and Casey Cleeland. These
two wonderful people not only work tirelessly for the
club but have a genuine care for the community in
which they live and display outstanding leadership. The
Inverloch-Kongwak Football Netball Club should also
be congratulated for not hesitating in jumping on board
to participate in both the walk and the White Ribbon
match. I would also like to thank Boomerang Bags
Phillip Island and San Remo for the hours spent making
the goalpost covers. It was very much appreciated.
Thank you.

Hon. Fiona Richardson
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I want to also acknowledge
the anniversary of Fiona Richardson’s passing. As
Victoria’s first Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence, Fiona is remembered as an authentic voice
and champion for women and children who suffer
family violence and for promoting the need to eradicate
this scourge from our community.

Hon. Fiona Richardson
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (10:04) — It is hard
to believe that today marks the one-year anniversary of
the passing of our friend and colleague Fiona
Richardson. Fiona would have been very proud of her
work, which continues today, in family violence and
the promotion of women’s issues in Victoria. My
thoughts are with Stephen and his family today.

Jodi Dack
Jodi Dack

Ms D’AMBROSIO — I also want to acknowledge
the passing of Jodi Dack. Jodi Dack was a member of
the Labor family for many, many years, was
well-regarded and a lovely person. I do give my
condolences to Brendan and Una on her very, very
tragic passing.

Ms SULEYMAN — I would also like to
acknowledge the sad passing of Jodi Dack. My deepest
condolences again to the federal member for Gorton,
Brendan O’Connor, and his daughter, Una Rose, on this
very sad passing.

Samantha Fraser

President of Poland visit

Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (10:03) — When you need
help with something you turn to good people, and
thankfully on Phillip Island there is no need to look far.
Last Saturday morning close to 1000 people walked up
the main street of Cowes to the football oval to honour
the memory of Samantha Fraser. It also provided the
opportunity for the community to make a strong stand
against men’s violence against women and to say,
‘That is enough’. We will no longer be bystanders and
accept violence as an ordinary part of our community.
We will work together to ensure that everybody feels
safe going about their lives. People are free to make
decisions about how they live their lives, and nobody
should live in fear of violence. Phillip Island will
provide a safe haven for those who choose to live on
the island sanctuary.

Ms SULEYMAN — On Saturday, 18 August, I
joined with the Victorian Polish community at
Government House to celebrate the 100th anniversary
of the Republic of Poland regaining its independence. I
was deeply honoured and humbled to receive the
Knight’s Cross of the Order of Merit of the Republic of
Poland from His Excellency, the President of Poland,
Mr Andrzej Duda. This was the very first visit by a
President of Poland to Australia, and we look forward
to the continued contribution and relationship between
Poland and Australia.

The walk was followed by a talk from White Ribbon
ambassador Luke Ablett, who challenged men to
change their behaviours and stop the violence. Both
football and netball clubs joined on the ground before
the games for a minute’s silence. It was a beautiful and
moving moment in time. The day would not have

I would also like to note the integral contribution of the
Polish community in Victoria, in particular in my
electorate of St Albans. The Polish Club Albion has a
very rich history in Albion and Sunshine in particular.
Of course the Western Eagles soccer club as well has a
truly rich history in my electorate of St Albans.

Pakistan Independence Day
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (10:06) —
Happy Independence Day to the Pakistani Australian
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community, particularly in the northern suburbs, for
14 August this year —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The time for making statements has concluded.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(10:06) — I move:
That in relation to the order for the production of documents
agreed to by the house on 29 March 2018:
(1) Documents provided in response to the order may be
lodged with the Clerk on a day on which the Assembly
is not sitting;
(2) If documents are received by the Clerk on a day on
which the Assembly is not sitting:
(a) the documents are deemed to have been tabled
under SO 171(2) upon receipt by the Clerk;
(b) the Clerk must notify each Assembly member of
the receipt of the documents and make the
documents available as soon as practicable; and
(3) Documents received by the Clerk in response to the
order are taken to have been published by authority of
the Assembly.

I want to make a few brief comments on what is really
a fairly simple and straightforward procedural motion. I
am asking all members of the Assembly to support this
motion, given it is a straightforward procedural matter,
and I will outline the reasons why I make that case.
If you look at paragraph (1) of the motion, this
paragraph is entirely consistent with what already
occurs. The lodgement of documents with the Clerk on
a day other than a sitting day is standard practice, and it
is a practice we are all very familiar with.
Paragraph (2) of the motion is one that I want to spend
a little bit of time on this morning. Typically the Clerk
presents documents received while the Parliament is not
sitting on the next sitting day. This is by convention
only, and you could argue it is a quirk of practice as
much as anything, and I will come in a moment to the
reasons why I make that case.
I refer to the standing orders that we are particularly
drawing on for the content of this debate. They are
standing order 171, which is in relation to the orders for
documents, and standing order 175, which outlines the
tabling provisions. I put it to you, Acting Speaker, to
consider standing order 171(2), which says that:
When such documents and records are received they will be
tabled by the Clerk.
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You could consider that that section already provides
for these documents to be tabled. However, what we
are doing through this motion is affirming the intent
that when documents are received they will be tabled
by the Clerk. The proposed motion is therefore
consistent, I would say, with what would be a plain
reading of standing order 171.
Paragraph (3) of the motion provides:
Documents received by the Clerk … are taken to have been
published by authority of the Assembly.

That allows for the simple and immediate effect of
standing order 177, which is:
The house may order a document to be printed.

This part of the motion is simply necessary, again to
make it absolutely clear. It is consistent with the
practice relating to documents that are already tabled
out of session. This gives the tabled documents
parliamentary paper status.
I mentioned before that there are already a large number
of examples in this place where documents can be
tabled out of session and be made available immediately
to members of the Assembly and through the papers
office. I have a very long list that I could go to, but I
draw attention to the Inquiries Act 2014 under which a
report of a board of inquiry can be tabled out of session.
Reports by IBAC, the Victorian Law Reform
Commission, the Public Interest Monitor, the
Auditor-General and the Disability Services
Commissioner are the sorts of examples that we have
become used to in this place now as standard practice
for documents that are tabled when the Parliament is not
sitting being made available to the house.
I also point to other jurisdictions where this is standard
practice and indeed has formed part of the standing
orders and procedures that govern the operation of
those chambers and those parliaments. I mentioned
before that on a plain reading you could argue that we
do not necessarily need this motion because the
standing orders give provision for documents to be
tabled out of session and be made available
immediately. However, we are wanting to put any
potential ambiguity beyond doubt. For various reasons
you could argue that there is some quirk of our history
in the development of our standing orders that we have
not adopted this as a formal part of our standing orders.
I point to the examples of the House of Lords, the
House of Commons, the New Zealand Parliament, the
Queensland Legislative Assembly, the New South
Wales Legislative Council and indeed our own
Legislative Council, which all have this explicit
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provision in their standing orders to allow documents
tabled out of session to be made available. That is why I
would argue very clearly that this is not an exceptional
motion that we are moving in the Parliament today. We
are simply making it clear that the documents can be
tabled out of session and made available immediately.
I will simply conclude by recalling why this motion has
been moved and is being considered by the house
today. The Assembly has already passed a motion for
documents to be produced by the Premier, referred to in
a motion of the house on 29 March. I remind the house
of the motion. It required the Premier to produce to
the house:
(1) documents considered by or relating to the investigation
into advice provided to the office of the Minister for
Planning by the Department of Planning and
Community Development in relation to land
development at Phillip Island conducted under the
Ombudsman Act 1973;
(2) documents relating to the Bass Coast planning scheme
amendment C125 not otherwise included in …

the other documents, including the cover note to the
brief reference provided to the house previously. It also
required production of documents relating to matters
before the Supreme Court in the case of Carley
Elizabeth Nicholls v. The Minister for Planning and the
State of Victoria.
This house has already passed the previous motion.
This is an extension of making documents available to
the house and, as I have said, making them available
immediately to all members of the Assembly and
therefore also available publicly through the
papers office.
Given we have heard, particularly in most recent days
and weeks, numerous loud vocal calls by particularly
members of the Liberal-National opposition for
accountability to the Parliament and for transparency,
for making information public, I look forward to their
support for this motion. To do anything otherwise
would be hypocritical. If they do not support this
motion, I think we would otherwise have to ask the
direct question: what do they have to hide and what
does the Leader of the Opposition fear these documents
will reveal?
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (10:14) — What a
shemozzle! What a complete bungle on the part of the
government that they cannot even organise their own
trashing of cabinet-in-confidence conventions without
messing it up. It is no wonder the government cannot
keep the community safe, it is no wonder the
government cannot keep energy prices under control
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and it is no wonder the government cannot do anything
effective to tackle congestion and overcrowding when
they cannot even organise their own stitch-up attempt.
Here we have a government that thought back in March
this year what a you-beaut idea it would be if they
trashed every standing convention about cabinet in
confidence, if they put huge pressure on duties of legal
professional privilege, if they tore up every standard of
decent and normal behaviour, if they disregarded
centuries of Westminster convention — if they did all
that — so they could get access to
cabinet-in-confidence documents of the previous
government, then made them public and used that to try
to embarrass the Leader of the Opposition. They make
all these great plans, they force a resolution through this
house, they get all ready to do a great big dump of the
documents and then they say, ‘Whoops! We can’t do it.
Whoops! We haven’t got a motion. Whoops! We can’t
have this suddenly turn up in the media on some day of
our choosing when we’ve got something to hide from
because we haven’t given ourselves the power to do it’.
For heaven’s sake, if the government cannot organise a
stitch-up, what can they organise? It is like the bank
robbers who suddenly discover they have left the
balaclavas behind or the safe blower who does not
bring their gelignite along or the scammers who use an
identifiable telephone number when they attempt their
scams. I mean, what an embarrassment for the Leader
of the House and what an embarrassment for the
government. Of course they have got form on this. This
is about the third or fourth strike that they have had, and
they have got each and every one of them wrong.
Their first grand idea was that they would go out and
accuse the former government of some sort of
impropriety over staff leave. And what did they do?
They went and breached conventions, and indeed
potentially laws, about private information about
former government employees and gave out a list of the
names and salaries of every former ministerial staffer in
the previous government. They sent shock waves
through the public sector and sent shock waves through
their own ministerial staff who thought, ‘Crumbs! What
have they landed us in?’. We still do not know whether
the Deputy Premier knew what was happening, whether
he was set up for it or whether it was just a shemozzle
and a stuff-up rather than a conspiracy.
That was their attempt number one. Then they thought
they would double down. They had the Deputy Premier
go out and say, ‘Well, we’re making a report to the
police of very serious breaches by opposition MPs of
misuse of staff entitlements; we’ve got a dossier and
we’re going to give it to the police. Isn’t this terrible?’.
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Then he fronts up at a press conference in which he is
going to tell the press about all of this scandal and he
says, ‘No, no, no, I can’t tell you anything. We’ve
given it to the police’. The media walk away, quite
rightly, and say, ‘Well, wow, wasn’t that a fizzer’. They
need to put up or shut up, yet they were completely
incapable of putting up.
Then in the third go they had again we had the Deputy
Premier coming along and putting forward this
extraordinary —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
seek your guidance. This is, I would argue, a narrow
procedural debate about providing for documents to be
made available to the house out of session. The
manager of opposition business, in the first
4-and-a-bit minutes of his contribution, has not gone
near that matter. I can understand how some latitude in
this debate may be considered. However, he does, I
would argue, need to come back to the motion that is
before the house.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, in the Leader of the House’s closing
comments she made reference to the fact that the
opposition had been calling on the government to show
examples of integrity, and the manager of opposition
business is simply responding to the comments that
were made by the Leader of the House.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I will
certainly take some advice from the Clerk in relation to
these matters. I am allowing the manager of opposition
business to continue, but it would help the running of
the house if he referenced the motion moved by the
Leader of the House.
Mr CLARK — My illustration is to reference the
lack of competence of the government in bringing this
motion to this house at this stage and to set the context
for it. It is a context, as I was in the middle of saying,
where the Deputy Premier had sought to convince this
house that for some reason members on this side of the
house were active participants in a conspiracy that
undermined our own ability to get re-elected. That just
needs to be stated in those terms to see what lack of
credibility it has. They have failed in all of those
attempts to try to discredit this side of the house, to try
to distract attention from the red shirts rorting, the
Ombudsman’s findings and the police investigation —
it has been one desperate roll of the dice after another to
try to impugn other people as a way of distracting
attention from their own wrongdoing.
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This motion today simply compounds the extraordinary
abuse of, as I said earlier, centuries of practice within
Westminster parliaments in order to trash conventions
about cabinet in confidence. As I said when we debated
the motion on 29 March, it is not just our side of the
house that is pointing to this; the commonwealth
shadow Attorney-General, Mark Dreyfus, has expressed
his support for the conventions of cabinet in confidence.
Professor George Williams, a good friend of the Labor
Party, has expressed similar views. As I have said
previously, any government without the numbers in the
upper house that wants to shred conventions of cabinet
in confidence is like a turkey looking forward to
Christmas, because how on earth could the Leader of the
Government in the Legislative Council refuse to
produce cabinet-in-confidence documents if the Council
were to ask for them when the government in this house
is rushing to trash the convention of
cabinet-in-confidence documents? But let me of course
add the disclaimer that, contrary to the assertions of the
other side of the house, in fact the Legislative Council
respects and has always respected cabinet in confidence.
It is this government in this house that wants to trash
that convention and is having to bring this motion to the
house today in order to do so.
It is yet again a sign of the desperation of this
government and their determination to try to distract
attention from their own wrongdoing that they are
putting so much emphasis on this stunt that they started
to put in place back on 29 March. No doubt they have
now finally decided what they going to do with it.
They have suddenly realised that they cannot achieve
what their plans are; hence this motion before the
house. It is yet again a manifestation of their
desperation, a manifestation of their guilt, a
manifestation of their incompetence. As I said at the
outset, if the government cannot even organise an
attack on the opposition properly without bungling it,
how on earth can the community expect this
government to keep them safe, to keep energy prices
down, to tackle congestion and to tackle all the other
pressing problems of the community?
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (10:23) — There are a
couple of sides to this motion. Obviously this motion is
allowing the documents that the house has ordered be
produced to be tabled out of sitting. With regard to the
principle of the matter, obviously the Greens are very
supportive of this house and the other house’s right and
ability to order documents. Obviously this motion gives
further powers in terms of when those documents can
be produced, so in principle strengthening those powers
is something the Greens support. I guess on that basis
we will be supporting this motion, but it is probably not
as benign as increasing those powers. The Leader of the
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House has put that these are powers other jurisdictions
and I think the other place have. If that is the case, I
would love to think that this is part of the government’s
new-found support of the house’s ability to produce
documents and apply greater scrutiny and whatnot, but
if that was the case, I would suggest that rather than
narrowing it down to just one set of documents, why
not just change the standing orders and the sessional
orders for that to be the case in this place? It is obvious
that is not the case, because obviously there are political
considerations behind this.
Obviously there have been some documents requested
by this house with a motion that the Greens supported.
They are documents that relate to the Ventnor rezoning,
and that is very politically sensitive for the Leader of
the Opposition, who was involved in the Ventnor saga.
I just say that, on the reading of this motion, this
essentially gives the government the power to table
those documents or release those documents at a time
that is most politically expedient to them. We will be
supporting this motion because we support the house’s
right to request and table documents, but I would say
that if the government has the documents, why not table
them now? Why wait? I think it would be better, really,
if this was part of the government’s new-found desire to
see documents able to be tabled out of sitting. Why not
simply change the sessional or standing orders rather
than have them apply only for these particular
documents that have been requested? We will be
supporting this motion, but it certainly has given me an
indication of there perhaps being further changes to this
house’s standing orders that could be made in relation
to the tabling and the production of documents.
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dispute. However, if there are changes to an act, we
always need to ensure that those changes are fair and
reasonable for both parties.
Some of the reasoning behind the bill and some of the
amendments in the bill appear to be reasonable and fair,
and we have no objection to them. These include
residential rental agreements to be in a standard form,
clarifying invalid terms, provisions relating to
prohibited terms, helping those who live in a caravan or
part 4A park, and issues relating to discrimination,
misleading and deceptive conduct, restricting
solicitation of rental bidding, mandatory safety-related
obligations — although we do not exactly know what
they are going to be — and implementation of some of
the recommendations from the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, just to name a few.
However, we do have issues with certain provisions.
The change in terminology has been a bit bamboozling
from a tenant and landlord to a renter and residential
rental provider, hereon known as a RRP. Why change
the status quo? I am not sure why that is necessary.
Many provisions lack detail. We do not know what
some of the prescribed and prohibited terms will be,
what the minimum standard will be or what the
prescribed modifications will be. Also there is no hint
as to what the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria
(CAV) guidelines will be or what animal can be called
a ‘pet’. There are so many unknowns in this
circumstance.

Debate resumed from 9 August; motion of
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation).

In the lead-up to this bill we have consulted with
dozens of groups and sought feedback from many
more. We wanted balance and fairness for all, knowing
that potentially making this legislation one-sided would
have horrendous ramifications for housing affordability
in this state. I acknowledge the groups who wrote to me
supporting the bill but note that each one of them
supported it due to it assisting their area of special
interest. However, it is incumbent upon me, as a
member of this house, to look at all sides of a piece of
legislation and investigate whether it solves some minor
problems or creates much bigger ones. Unfortunately I
believe this bill clearly falls into the latter category.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (10:28) — Today I
rise to speak on the Residential Tenancies Amendment
Bill 2018. This is a far cry from what was mooted in the
press prior to the Northcote by-election. We have over
130 reforms here, and I have only half an hour to touch
upon them. It is not possible to do it justice, but I will
do my best. At the outset, let me be very clear. We
understand the majority of renters and landlords have
wonderful relationships and both parties comply with
their obligations under rental agreements. That is not in

I want to start with the proposed solution to each
problem that may and will arise, and that is the referral
of just about everything in this bill to VCAT. At the
departmental briefing on this bill, when I asked about
the huge increase of work about to be thrust VCAT’s
way and what extra resources would be allocated to the
tribunal, after some silence, mumblings and nervous
glances by staff in the room, I was given an answer that
was delivered with very little confidence. If VCAT
needed extra resources to cope with the flood of cases

Motion agreed to.
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about to come their way, there would need to be a
separate budget bid made. This is duckshoving at its
most arrogant, and this government is setting the entire
system up for time blowouts and dismal failure.
I will go through some of the matters that will be
referred off to VCAT as I get to them, but I want to
start fairly early by reading some of the feedback into
Hansard. One lady wrote to me, saying:
Many of these proposed changes appear to be driven by a
small minority of landlords and agents who do the wrong
thing. With my 21 years involvement in the property industry,
I have found that the vast majority of landlords and agents do
the right thing.
Far too many landlords of residential property are discussing
selling their properties if these amendments are introduced.
Therefore, this will result in significant shortage of rental
properties, spiralling rents.

She also makes mention — it is relevant a little bit
further down, but I might as well put it in now — of
part 3, new section 64(2)(1E), which states:
A residential rental provider may require that any
modification permitted under this section is to be completed
by a suitably qualified person.

But if you look at things that a residential rental
provider or landlord is going to have to do in
amended section 68 of the principal act, new
subsection (4) states:
The residential rental provider must ensure that any person
who carries out any repairs or works to discharge the
residential rental provider’s duty under subsection (1) is a
suitably qualified person.

She has very quickly picked up on the fact that there
are anomalies in this bill which have simply not been
dealt with.
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that are prescribed modifications without the landlord’s
consent. As I said, we have not been given a list of
these prescribed modifications. We will only get these
upon implementation, and that is making the industry
very, very nervous. New section 64(1A) states that a
provider — so a landlord — requires written consent
for the installation of fixtures or the making of
alterations, renovations or additions that are not
prescribed modifications. New section 64(1B) states
that a provider or landlord must not unreasonably
refuse consent to modifications that do not penetrate or
permanently modify surfaces or fixtures or the structure
of the property. If we take that at its most literal, picture
hooks penetrate a wall. We are going down to the very
basics, and when I mentioned that in the briefing I was
told that there are lots of picture hooks that do not
require banging things into walls. If we are not going to
allow people to bang a picture hook into the wall, what
are we going to allow them to do without having to ask
permission first?
The new section also says that the landlord must not
unreasonably refuse consent if the changes or
modifications that are required are for health and safety
purposes or are reasonable security measures or
necessary for family violence or to increase the thermal
comfort of premises or reduce energy or water usage
costs. Does that mean a split system air conditioner or
heater can be installed? If so, will the restoration of the
wall be covered by the additional bond for
modifications set out in new section 64(4) that has to be
less than $500? There is provision to charge more,
proportionate to restoring the premises to the original
condition, but how is this determined? This is really
concerning, because obviously sometimes restoring a
premises to its original condition is going to be far more
than the cost of modifying it in the first place.

As I said, we have consulted with many people. We
have sent this out to hundreds of people, and I think
most telling is the response that we have had to a
petition online. I checked it this morning, and nearly
26 500 people have signed the petition to say this is in
fact not fair. It was touted as ‘Rent Fair’ by the
government, and they do not believe that this is, in any
shape or form, fair.

Where does all of this get sorted out? Again VCAT is
going to be in the firing line for this. New section 64(5)
allows a renter to apply to VCAT for a determination of
a claim if they believe the provider — the landlord —
has unreasonably refused consent to modifications, and
the landlord needs to go to VCAT if the bond has not
been enough to restore their asset. There is a double
whammy either side of this installation of whatever this
product may be.

I want to go through some of the provisions in the bill.
Clause 49 amends section 64, and it is about
modifications to rented premises. This of course has hit
the papers and the airwaves a lot. As I stated earlier,
we do not know what these prescribed modifications
will be. These will be determined by the Governor
in Council. Substituted section 64(1) provides that
renters can make any modifications to rented premises

On multiple occasions the Premier has mentioned in
public that there would be a compensation fund to assist
landlords in upgrading premises for family violence
victims, but that is not covered anywhere in these
amendments. New section 64(1C) provides only a few
valid reasons to refuse consent, and of course there is so
much nervousness about all of that.
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Clause 52 inserts section 65A, which relates to
prescribed rental minimum standards, and again we will
not know what these are until their implementation.
Clause 340 amends section 511(1)of the act to provide
authority for the making of regulations. I refer
particularly to section 511(1)(a)(ac), which is very
broad. It states:
(ac) prescribing rental minimum standards, including but not
limited to the following—
(i)

the cleanliness and state of repair of rented
premises;

One would say that that is fairly subjective:
(ii) the privacy, security and amenity of rented
premises;

Again, I would like a definition on that:
(iii) prescribing or requiring compliance with any other
standards prescribed under any other Act or law in
relation to, or applicable to, the condition of any
residential premises, including energy and water
efficiency standards …

Believe it or not the minister’s second-reading speech is
actually more detailed than the amendments. The
speech included things like a functioning toilet; a
vermin-proof rubbish bin; adequate hot and cold water
connections in kitchens, laundries and bathrooms — I
do not have a problem with any of that; a functioning
oven, sink and food preparation area; a functioning
deadlock on external entry doors, and I have had a fair
bit of feedback on whether that is viable on all types of
doors; a functioning heater in the main living area; and
window coverings to ensure privacy in bedrooms and
the main living area, and I do not have an issue with
any of that. We would not be opposed to these
requirements, but without seeing the full list we cannot
know the full extent of these modifications, nor can a
property owner.
Clause 55 amends section 68. Under subsection (1), the
provider has a duty to maintain the premises; they must
be in good repair and in a reasonably fit and suitable
condition for occupation. That seems reasonable
enough. New subsection (1A)(c) states that this applies
despite the age and character of the rented premises,
and we would question exactly what that means. If you
have a property that is heritage listed, where is that
taken into consideration? Once damage is done or once
modifications are made, restoration is actually not
possible, especially if it is heritage listed; cosmetically,
yes, but not to its true heritage status.
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Clause 61 inserts new division 5B. This is the bit about
pets, and it is one that has come onto the agenda
constantly. New section 71A provides that a renter may
keep a pet at a rented premises with consent or a
tribunal order, but the owner — the landlord — must
consent in writing. There is a note in the legislation that
says the owner’s consent will be assumed unless within
14 days of receiving a request they make an application
to the tribunal. Again it is VCAT deciding these matters
under section 71C(2). Therefore a landlord has no
ability to refuse a pet unless they make an application to
VCAT within that 14 days. What if the person moves in
and makes that application a day or two before
Christmas? Are we talking 14 calendar days or
14 working days? Either way, over the holiday period
that is really not going to be practical.
A pet bond is only allowed if both parties agree. If
somebody wants to come into my premises with a pet
and they do not agree to putting up a pet bond, then —
you know what? — that is a problem, because they do
not have to, according to this legislation. Pets can of
course cause significant damage and extra cleaning, and
we should not forget about the ramifications for the
next renters. What happens is that when somebody
moves out and they have had a cat — I am certainly not
picking on cats; I had a beautiful cat until recently —
the cat can leave odours and they can also have a great
effect on people with allergies. What happens if there is
an asthmatic child or somebody who has an allergy to
pet fur who comes into that rented premises as the next
tenant? Where does the landlord stand as far as the new
tenant then breaking their lease by saying, ‘I cannot live
here’. This is all for VCAT. A tribunal order for the
refusal of pets will not be a blanket ban on all pet
requests. The renter can go back to the tribunal for a
determination on each pet that they want in their home.
Who is going to pay for all of this? It is a good
question. The cost for applying is obviously going to be
borne — I would imagine — by the person trying to
keep that person from having a pet. Again the landlord
coughs up. We question the practicality of VCAT being
able to hear all of these matters in a timely manner,
knowing that most items that go to VCAT are not heard
in a timely manner. They do not have enough
resources, and of course if matters are heard within
seven days, it is generally just to be deferred off. How
does that fit within the 14-day time period?
Clause 62 inserts new section 72AA, ‘Renter must
report damage and breakdown of facilities to residential
rental provider’, but there is no penalty if they do not
do that.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 23 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

3003

In regard to urgent repairs, under clause 63, there is
now no longer a cap on the cost of repairs to be
reimbursed to a renter. We also do not know what the
prescribed amount will be yet. What if a person’s
husband, cousin or a tradie comes in and says, ‘I can do
all of this and I can issue you with a bill; you sling me
50 bucks, but I’ll put on there that it’s 500 bucks’? I can
smell a rort happening from a mile away, and I am sure
others in this house can as well — those that are not
involved in perpetrating them.

There are amendments to rooming houses. There have
been many objections to these new provisions. Some of
them I think are probably okay, but the ones that were
objected to were especially around new section 142W,
‘Notice of intention to vacate room’, inserted by
clause 237. The two-day and 14-day notices are seen as
unfair by providers in the industry, as you would
expect, but I think they do have some valid concerns.
There are some of the same concerns around caravan
parks and site agreements.

The time frame has been reduced on that from 14 days
to seven days, but what happens if the repair takes
longer — for example, if the roof has been blown off in
a storm or a tree has crashed on the house? Substituted
section 72(3) says:

I want to go to part 8, ‘Amendments relating to
termination’, and subdivision 3 regarding termination
and new agreements because of family violence or
personal violence. So clause 236 inserts new
section 91V(4) of the act so that a provider does not
have the ability to consent or refuse. We are not against
provisions in relation to family violence — I need to
stress that — and we share a bipartisan approach to
implementing the royal commission’s
recommendations. There is concern that the practicality
of these provisions may have a negative effect, though,
on providers offering up their homes because they face
uncertain obligations around these provisions. As I said,
the Premier mentioned compensation for some of these
provisions, but that is nowhere to be seen in these
amendments. New section 91X(2) states that no
compensation will be awarded because of an
agreement — that is, a lease — being terminated due to
family violence. What about the reletting fee? What
about all of those other things that are now going to be
another cost impost upon the landlord?

If urgent repairs are required to an appliance, fitting or fixture
with a rating in a prescribed efficiency rating system, and the
appliance, fitting of fixture cannot be repaired, the renter may
replace it with an appliance, fitting or fixture with a rating that
is of or above a rating in the efficiency grading system.

This is without the landlord’s consent. You have only
got to have a quick look on the internet. We have
questioned how the cost is determined, because there
are lots of different prices. What is a reasonable price in
this case? I would love a top-of-the-line dishwasher —
not that we use it at all that often, but I would love one
of those. Miele clocks in at $2499, but Aldi has one that
actually has a 5-star rating for water efficiency for
$299. There is nothing in this legislation to prevent the
tenant from going out and buying a $2500 dishwasher
and saying, ‘Here you go, landlord; here’s the bill’ —
very, very wrong.
I would also question what happens to goods if they
have to be replaced and might still be under warranty
but cannot be fixed in a certain amount of time. The
provider should be afforded the same provisions as
renters in relation to financial hardship. If there is an
extension of time needed, then so be it, but I think
common sense needs to prevail, and it certainly has
not here.
Clause 66 substitutes section 75 and is in regard to
non-urgent repairs. The provider has 14 days to carry
out those repairs once notified. But again, what happens
if that does not happen? The tribunal must hear an
application, and we are going back to VCAT, copping
it all over again. Bearing in mind that the department
told us that there would need to be a separate budget
bid for this, this has not been provided for VCAT. I am
thinking that the members must be sitting there shaking
their heads.

On non-payment of rent, this is a doozy. This is an
absolute doozy. Of all of the legislation I have seen
come into this house over 12 years this would have to
be right up there. Even the departmental representative
stated, ‘It’s complicated’, during a briefing. Well, if it is
complicated for the people who wrote it, imagine how
complicated it is going to be for the rest of Victoria. A
renter will have five strikes before a possession order
can be granted — so, in other words, before they are
turfed out. On the first, second, third and fourth
occasion of non-payment of rent they can be given a
notice to vacate, but if they pay the rent back, there are
no more strikes against them, until they get to the fifth
one where an application can actually be made for them
to vacate the premises.
But by order of the tribunal — again VCAT — they
could be asked to go onto a payment plan. There could
be an adjournment of the application for the possession
order. Now, that is great, but who is going to pay for
the financial counselling? Some of that is free, and I
know that there are some good services out there, but if
that payment plan is in place, how does that affect the
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landlord who is now no longer having that income
coming in, who will probably rely on it? We know
about the investor level, and I will get to that in a
second, but how do we go about justifying that to the
people who are putting this property up for rent? If they
take it off the market because this is all too uncertain,
what happens to that rental stock? It dries up.
If the tribunal places a renter on a payment plan under
new section 91ZM(1)(d)(i) and the renter complies with
the terms of the payment plan and has paid the unpaid
rent, the tribunal is to dismiss the application for the
possession order. So on the fifth strike they can go,
‘Oh, here you go, here’s the money; I don’t know why I
didn’t pay it the last four times, but I want to save the
home I’m in’. If the tribunal places a renter on a
payment plan under subsection (1)(d)(i) and the renter
does not comply with the terms of the payment plan,
the tribunal may make a possession order — but note
the use of the word ‘may’, not ‘must’. They have to be
given a notice to vacate with not less than 14 days, and
it just gets messier from there. I invite everybody to
read through that section because it really is quite crazy.
This is about what is going to happen to VCAT and the
amount of time that is going to be taken up on these
types of cases. Obviously as the cost of living soars, as I
said, the bills keep accruing for the landlord, and that is
not going to change. But if they are not being paid, how
are they going to make their repayments? This is very,
very one-sided.
On amendments relating to gaining possession orders
and warrants, clause 245 amends section 330 and
orders the tribunal can make, and talks about what is
‘reasonable and proportionate’. I want to know exactly
how that is going to happen. It is very broad and, as I
said, there are so many things that could be taken into
account here, but we do not know what they are
going to be.
Again going back to financial counselling — that is
fine, that is semi-defined. But if we look at clause 248,
which inserts new section 332A, it allows the tribunal,
VCAT, to dismiss a possession order and instead make
a compliance order in certain circumstances, such as if
there is damage, danger or threats to the landlord. We
question how an agreement or lease could continue
when a relationship has been strained due to violence or
damage. It would be unworkable.
Proposed section 333(1B) allows a renter who has been
told to vacate a property because of certain
circumstances like threats or damage or violence more
time to vacate if they have special requirements,
including access to public or social housing. Public
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housing waiting lists are already out of control and some
who come into my office have been on the list for many,
many years, so where does this leave the landlord?
Amendments relating to the goods left behind by
renters is also an interesting one. The goods must be
stored for at least 14 days, and obviously some
compensation can be asked for in payment for storage
for those 14 days, but again you are going to have to go
to the tribunal — VCAT again — for an order for a
higher amount to be paid. What happens if the tenant
decides they are going to come back and say, ‘Yep, all
right, after 14 days I want my goods’. What happens if
they do not have the money to pay for the storage the
goods have been put in? What happens to the cost of
the removal van, the time the landlord has taken off
work or wherever, to give them some justification?
They are already way behind the eight ball on this. The
landlord can sell or dispose of the goods left behind
after a reasonable amount of time, but new section 392
allows for a renter to request proceeds of sale of goods
for up to six months after the sale. I am not even going
to go there. Again, what about the time involved in
removal and also the amount of money spent on that?
There are all sorts of things about occupation fees for
storing goods and there not being enough money to
cover the cost of storing goods, but there is a repeal of
sections 402 and 403 of the act, which allowed owners
compensation when they relied on the director of
CAV’s statement of how to dispose of goods. And
obviously one of those clauses was around payment of
compensation out of the Residential Tenancy Fund.
The landlord can no longer rely on a direction from
CAV on how to dispose of the goods because any
goods with a monetary value must be kept. There are so
many things to this.
I want to move on to the blacklist for residential
providers and landlords — a rental non-compliance
register. If the provider has failed to comply with
provisions within the act, they can be put onto a
register. Of course there may be negative effects for the
real estate agent, who might in fact be doing the right
thing, and it might be a bad provider. I am not saying
100 per cent of landlords out there are good. I have
never said it. There are bad ones, and we need to bring
them into line. But there are already implications on
real estate agents from other things that are going on in
this state, which at the moment I will leave for the
upper house to deal with. What they are doing now is
leaving the poor providers in a state of flux. There are
transitional provisions, and I do not know how this is
going to work with people who might have older
buildings that are not quite up to the minimum

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 23 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

standards with current fixed tenancies. I think that is
something that needs to be looked at.
There are floodgates that are going to be opened all
around the place. The minister during her
second-reading speech stated:
… the reforms are framed around the reality that a growing
proportion of Victorians are priced out of home ownership
and likely to rent for longer periods of time.

Well, clearly the minister has failed to realise that there
is an unfair balance between a renter and a landlord.
This will have a negative impact on rental prices and
availability. As I say, I have had hundreds of
complaints from property owners stating exactly this.
They are going to remove their properties from the
market because of these reforms. This is something the
Liberals and The Nationals would never do. Reducing
supply will affect pricing. It is not rocket science. Many
investors are mums and dads trying to support their
families. According to the Australian Tax Office (ATO)
25 per cent of taxpayers aged 25 to 49 own an
investment property. Anecdotally, this cohort is also
most likely to be first homebuyers. In addition, the
ATO data shows the average rental losses claimed by
investors was $8700. Let us not forget that property
owners are not fat cats sitting pretty with millions of
dollars in the bank.
The government needs to remember who is in the firing
line here. It is average Victorians. We believe both the
renter and landlord deserve fairness and equality, and
this bill does not deliver that, and for that reason I wish
to move a reasoned amendment to the second reading.
I desire to move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until further consultation takes place
with all affected stakeholders’.

We are very concerned that only some interest groups
were consulted on this. There has not been nearly
enough consultation. There has not been nearly enough
thought put into the ramifications of what this
government is trying to ram through before an election.
They talk all the time about dodgy side deals and all
sorts of things. This is being rammed through. In 2015
changes were first mooted, but they have waited until a
couple of sitting weeks before this Parliament is
dissolved to ram this through.
This needs to go into committee in the upper house.
We do not have time for it — we simply do not have
time for it. And for that reason, the reasoned
amendment must stand in this house so that the
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mum-and-dad investors — the ones we have heard
about, our average Victorians — have a fair chance to
have their say. Because if they had had a chance to
have a say, we certainly would not have the dog’s
breakfast that is here on the table in the lower house of
the Parliament of Victoria at the moment. It is not fair.
It is not balanced. I think the government need to hang
their heads in shame for trying to unfairly disadvantage
Mr and Mrs Average out there, and that is exactly what
they have done.
I hope this house supports the reasoned amendment that
I have put forward, and I hope that when it gets to the
upper house, the upper house sees sense, blocks this
ridiculous proposed legislation and allows us to come
back to the table to draft it properly so that there is true
fairness and true justice in the space of residential
tenancies in this state.
As I said, there are bad landlords. They need to be dealt
with, but we do not need to throw a whole heap of extra
work onto VCAT. We certainly do not need to punish
the investors who put their lives on the line by making
investments to secure their future so they do not have to
live off the public purse later in life. They have made
that choice, and now the state Labor government wants
to punish those people. It is reprehensible.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (10:58) — It gives me great pleasure to rise to
speak in support of this monumental piece of legislation
that is currently before the house, the Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018. I want to thank the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation for the outstanding job she has done in
bringing this bill before us after enormous consultation.
I will just make it clear after what was, to be fair,
incoherent drivel from the shadow minister that we will
not be supporting the reasoned amendment that the
honourable member moved in her contribution, that
being that ‘this house refuses to read this bill a second
time until further consultation takes place with all
affected stakeholders’. This bill has been the subject of
enormous consultation. This bill has been the subject of
an outstanding process of consultation, led by the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation, engaging stakeholders from right across the
entire spectrum of real estate owners, tenants, social
housing providers, community organisations and others
so as to give real form to the process that has brought
this bill before us.
In that regard, and with the expectation that my
contribution might well in the very near future have to
be put on ice, I would nonetheless commend —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The minister will have the call when this matter
resumes.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (11:01) — Order! It gives me great
pleasure today to welcome to the gallery two
distinguished delegations from overseas. One is from
Vietnam, led by Mr Nguyễn Đức Hải, chairman of the
Finance and Budget Committee of the National
Assembly of Vietnam. Welcome to our Parliament. I
also welcome a parliamentary delegation from New
Zealand, across the ditch: the Social Services and
Community Committee, led by Mr Gareth Hughes,
MP. Welcome to the Parliament. We have welcomed
them into the precinct on the basis that they do not
mention the Bledisloe Cup.

HON. FIONA RICHARDSON
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (By leave) (11:02) — I
rise to mark one year since the loss of our friend and
colleague, Fiona Richardson. Bold and brave, frank and
fearless, Fiona never did things by halves. Those who
knew her in her youth remember Fiona as bright,
brilliant, protective of her tribe and, as a person, quite
simply going places. Not that Fiona sought power
merely for power’s own sake. Rather, she sought power
with a very real purpose. We, each of us, see that legacy
live on in her much-loved community of Northcote.
Because of Fiona, work is underway to widen the
Chandler Highway. Because of Fiona, that notorious
level crossing at Grange Road is gone, and because of
Fiona, students at Croxton School will have the play
spaces and the therapy rooms that they need.
Fiona carried that sense of purpose with her to the
cabinet table as well. As our nation’s first-ever Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence she devoted
herself to keeping every victim-survivor safe. As our
state’s Minister for Women she dedicated every day to
challenging a culture that told women they were less
capable, less deserving and less worthy.
As many in this place know, though, Fiona was a very
private person. She was central to public life in our
state, but a very private person. She chose to share her
story, though, in order to help others share their stories
too. It was these most personal experiences that meant
Fiona was far more than just a spectator. She herself
was a survivor. It also meant she understood precisely
how much was at stake, and she knew the profound
importance of getting it right. That is why, as part of
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Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family
Violence, the stories of victim-survivors were central.
They resulted in 227 recommendations and 2000 pages
of testimony and truth. Because of Fiona, not only were
these stories told but these stories were heard. And
because of Fiona, our state is on the way to a different
system, a different set of laws and a different standard.
We saw that last week with the opening of our state’s
first support and safety hubs, located in Barwon,
Bayside Peninsula, the Mallee and Melbourne’s
north-east. These hubs will fundamentally change the
way we respond to family violence and its victims.
Fiona’s work continues in lots of other ways as well,
recognising that victims should not have to choose
between their safety and the streets. We have extended
our flexible support packages to help more than
8000 women and their children. Understanding that our
systems were fundamentally flawed, we have
established a dedicated family violence agency to drive
that much-needed transformational change. And
because, as Fiona told us, better outcomes for Victorian
women begin with better attitudes towards Victorian
women, Respect Victoria, our state’s new prevention
agency, opened its doors earlier this month.
Of course for every day that we have missed Fiona, her
loved ones have missed her even more. To Stephen,
Catherine, Marcus and Fiona’s entire family, we are
thinking of you on this day. Fiona understood better
than most that you cannot separate the politics from the
personal. I stand here today of course as the Premier of
our state — a great honour — but also as the parent of a
daughter. I know that because of Fiona Richardson and
because of her work, Grace will come of age in a state
that is better and safer and fundamentally fairer.
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (By leave) (11:06) — On
behalf of the people of Northcote I would like to
acknowledge the hard work and dedication of Fiona
Richardson for her community. I often hear lovely
stories about Fiona. There are still a couple of
constituents who would prefer to meet me in a cafe
rather than come into the office, out of respect for Fiona.
Fiona Richardson’s passion to improve the lives of
women experiencing family violence is something I am
personally thankful for, and I pay my respects to Fiona’s
children, husband, family and colleagues at this time.
The SPEAKER — Members, I think it is
appropriate we rise in our places for a brief reflection
on our parliamentary colleague who we lost last year.
Honourable members stood in their places.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Electorate office staff
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:08) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, I refer to the
practice identified in the Ombudsman’s report of Labor
MPs signing time sheets for persons who were Labor
red shirts campaigners, and I ask: did you ever sign
time sheets for casual electorate office staff who were
also Labor red shirts campaigners?
The SPEAKER — I know that members will recall
my previous rulings on this matter, but just to refresh
people’s memory: the employment of electorate
officers is not government business, the actions of
previous administrations are not parliamentary
business, but items contained in an Ombudsman’s
report are. I ask the Premier to answer in regard to the
Ombudsman’s report.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:08) — Thank you
very much, Speaker. Further to your ruling and the
series of rulings that you have made this week, I would
simply refer the Leader of the Opposition to the
Ombudsman’s report.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of shouting in
the chamber is excessive. Members will be removed
without warning.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:09) —
Premier, you will not stand down six ministers who
fraudulently signed multiple time sheets and whose
conduct is now under investigation. Is that because, just
like them, you have done it yourself?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance
of the Leader of the House. Some members seem intent
on not remaining here through the remainder of
question time.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:10) — I am very
pleased to thank the Leader of the Opposition for today
of all days asking questions about ministers standing
down. The whole cabinet has gone in Canberra. You
are a joke.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER (11:10) — Order! The member for
Eltham, the member for South-West Coast and the
member for Kew will leave the chamber for the period
of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Eltham, South-West
Coast and Kew withdrew from chamber.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, we will see how things go
in two weeks time and whether people can live up to
the standards that they would require of others.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:11) — Before calling the
Leader of the Opposition on a point of order, the
member for Geelong and the member for Ripon will
leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Geelong and Ripon
withdrew from chamber.
Mr GUY — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was very straightforward. It
was: is the Premier refusing to stand down these
ministers because he did the same thing himself? Now,
if this crook does not want to just admit to the truth —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Guy — Just come to it, you crook.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat. There is no point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS — The answer to your question is
no. And how is your week going?

Ministers statements: solar homes program
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:12) — I am
delighted to be able to rise and update the house that as
part of the government’s commitment to putting solar
panels on 650 000 roofs with no up-front costs to save
households $890 every single year — that is called the
government working rather than being a circus, focused
on itself and itself only, which is what is, of course,
sadly going on in Canberra — a new agency much like
the Level Crossing Removal Authority, called Solar
Victoria, will be established, and that agency will be
located at the Labor government’s GovHub in Morwell.
We have committed to deliver those 150 Victorian
government jobs and hopefully a further 150 from the
commonwealth, and we will add yet another 50 jobs to
that GovHub as part of this rollout to give to families
across the whole state control over their power bills —
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not the National Energy Guarantee. Literally no-one
can understand or keep up with the number of changes
in the revolving door of energy policy and prime
ministers, it would seem. We have a clear plan to give
households power and control over their power bills
and to create 5500 jobs along the way.
What is more, we know and understand that the
Latrobe Valley has a very proud history in relation to
energy. We want to make sure they have got a just as
proud and bright future, and that is why this agency to
coordinate, roll out and deliver this important policy
will be located at the GovHub in Morwell in the
Latrobe Valley. Compare and contrast that to others
who could not even turn up when the mine was on fire;
they could not turn up and abandoned the Latrobe
Valley at every opportunity. Shame on them. Our
priorities are much clearer and much better.

Electorate office staff
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (11:14) — My question is
to the Minister for Police. On page 76 of the
Ombudsman’s report the minister is listed as a
beneficiary of the Labor red shirts rorts scandal.
Field organiser Jake Finnigan has stated publicly that
despite being paid by the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events:
I worked five days a week out of her Bellarine electorate
office; I did not work out of John Eren’s office at all.

Given the minister knew she was not paying Jake
Finnigan and she knew she was not signing his time
sheets, why did the minister allow this practice to
continue given that she knew it was against the rules?
The SPEAKER — Order! I simply renew my
ruling that I have made to this house a number of times
in relation to how this matter should be treated. The
minister should respond in relation to the
Ombudsman’s report.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:15) — Can
I just suggest to those opposite, refer to the
Ombudsman’s report.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to sessional orders empowering you to require a
minister to give a written response when an answer has
not been responsive to a question. This is blatantly an
answer that was not in response to a very
straightforward factual question about the minister’s
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own conduct, and I do ask you to require her to provide
a written response.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s ability to
respond was restricted by my ruling in terms of
directing her to respond in terms of the Ombudsman’s
report, which is exactly what she did. The answer
was responsive.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (11:16) — With Gavin
Jennings giving evidence to the Privileges Committee
that all Labor MPs were briefed on the Labor red shirts
rorts campaign, a scheme that the Ombudsman has of
course now found was against the rules and which is
the subject of a police fraud and extortion squad
investigation, given that the minister’s former staff
located in her own office revealed as early as 2015 that
the red shirts rorts scheme was based on a falsification
of time sheets and other documents, why did the
minister not report it to the police?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am going to ask the
member for Box Hill to re-ask that question, because
the minister has indicated that she did not hear the
question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:17) — Order! The member for
South Barwon will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour. The level of shouting is excessive in the
chamber. Members will continue to be removed from
the chamber.
Honourable member for South Barwon withdrew
from chamber.
Mr CLARK — With Gavin Jennings giving
evidence to the Privileges Committee that all Labor
MPs were briefed on the Labor red shirts rorts
campaign, a scheme that the Ombudsman has found
was against the rules and which is now of course the
subject of a police fraud and extortion squad
investigation, and with minister’s former staff located
in her own office revealing as early as 2015 that the red
shirts scheme was based on a falsification of time
sheets and other documents, why did the minister not
report it to the police?
The SPEAKER — Order! I renew my ruling in
terms of what is government business and not
government business. I ask the minister to respond to
the question.
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:17) — Can
I firstly dispute a number of the Cluedo parts of those
questions — ‘X went here and Y went there’. I dispute
that, but again can I just refer those opposite to the
Ombudsman’s report, where everyone acted in
good faith.

Ministers statements: solar homes program
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:18) — I am
absolutely delighted to update the house on the
Andrews Labor government’s latest initiative in
renewable energy. A re-elected Labor government will
create a new agency, Solar Victoria, based in Morwell,
delivering jobs to the valley. Jeff Kennett and his party
ideologues across the chamber said privatisation would
make power cheaper, but it has not. They flogged off
Victoria’s assets to their corporate mates, and the CEOs
are still laughing all the way to the bank. They are
laughing all —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:18) — Order! I ask the minister
to resume her seat. I ask the member for Burwood to
leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Burwood withdrew from
chamber.
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Electorate office budgets
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:20) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. On page 76 of the Ombudsman’s
report you are listed as a nominating MP in the Labor
red shirts rorts scandal.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is too much
shouting across the chamber.
Mr GUY — My question is to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. On page 76
of the Ombudsman’s report you are listed as a
nominating MP in the Labor red shirts rorts scandal.
An email dated 2 October 2014 sent to every MP,
including yourself, from the Parliament’s Presiding
Officers states:
In the run-up to the November state election members are
reminded of their obligation to use electorate office budgets
and resources only as appropriate to discharge their electorate
and parliamentary duties and not for party political or
electioneering purposes.

Minister, signing multiple blank time sheets and
handing them to a Labor field organiser was clearly
against this direction and not done in good faith.
Minister, why did you knowingly break the rules?

Ms D’AMBROSIO — Solar Victoria will roll out
our game-changing $1.3 billion solar homes program,
working with industry, safety regulators and training
organisations to deliver up to $890 of savings on
families’ energy bills every single year. Solar Victoria
will provide information to families about eligibility
and about rebates, approved products and approved
installers. It will also provide advice to industry on
accreditation and audit programs, delivering the
high-quality standards we need to keep workers and
Victorians safe.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:22) — I thank
the Leader of the Opposition for his question. This is no
different to the question that was asked yesterday, but
what I will say is that all of the relevant matters and all
of the necessary information that the Ombudsman
needed to determine her findings were provided to her.
She reached the conclusions that she did and I have
nothing further to —

Only the Andrews Labor government will create
50 jobs in the valley with our Solar Victoria agency.
Only the Andrews Labor government will give power
back to the people of Victoria. The opposition leader
has now told us that he has solar panels on his own
roof, but he opposes our program. Solar is good enough
for him, but it is not good enough for the nine out of
10 eligible Victorians who will save hundreds of dollars
off their energy bills each and every year. While others
talk and carp and moan and groan, we are about
delivering for all Victorians. That is the hallmark of this
government: we say what we will deliver and we
deliver what we say.

The SPEAKER (11:22) — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.

Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, this
question is nothing similar to what has been asked of
this minister before and refers to an email that was sent
to her by the Presiding Officers. I simply asked the
minister, having quoted that email, why did she
knowingly break the rules. She has not addressed that
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point at all, and I ask you to bring her back to
answering that question.

record and the matter has been concluded. I have
nothing further to add.

The SPEAKER — I renew my earlier ruling about
what is government business and what is parliamentary
business. The minister is to answer in relation to
government business, but I do ask her to come back to
answering the question that was asked.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, this was
a question that related directly to the contents of the
Ombudsman’s report, as the Leader of the Opposition
quoted. It sought further information about this passage
in the Ombudsman’s report. It was squarely within your
guidance in relation to government business. The
minister has made no attempt to answer it, and I do
again ask you to require her to provide a written answer
to the question.

Ms D’AMBROSIO — The matters were before the
Ombudsman for her consideration. She considered all
of the relevant facts she needed and as were provided to
her, and she made her findings. That is the end of the
matter. She has made a clear conclusion that everyone
acted in good faith. There is nothing further to add and I
will add nothing further.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I did not ask a question about the
Ombudsman. I asked a question about why the
minister broke the rules. It was a very straightforward
question which the minister has sought to answer. I ask
you to bring her back to actually being relevant to what
I asked her.
The SPEAKER — I do understand the point of
order. The minister, though, is not able to answer
questions in relation to parliamentary administration or
the employment of electorate officers or matters
relating to a previous administration. The minister has
been responsive to the question that was asked.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:24) — On
page 142 of the Ombudsman’s report:
… 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.

Minister, who was it who asked you to engage field
organisers as casual electorate officers as part of this
red shirts rorting?
The SPEAKER — Again I renew my earlier ruling
about what is and what is not government business, and
I ask the minister to respond.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:24) — I thank
the Leader of the Opposition for the supplementary
question. Speaker, I refer you to my previous answers.
These are matters that have all been considered by the
Ombudsman. Her findings are there on the public
record, her recommendations are there on the public

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The question referenced the Ombudsman’s
report but related to matters that were not entirely
government business.

Ministers statements: federal health funding
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (11:25) — I
rise to update the house about this government’s many,
many healthcare achievements and some of the really
significant challenges we have had in terms of our
relationship with the commonwealth government. As I
have advised this house and I continue to update, we
have worked very, very tirelessly to ensure that
Victorians have access to one of the best healthcare
systems in the world. We have achieved the best
ambulance response times on record. We have
delivered the lowest elective surgery wait list times. We
have employed 1500 new doctors, 2900 new nurses and
1000 new paramedics, and we have got 600 nurses to
come. We have invested twice the amount in
infrastructure that those opposite did when they were in
government.
But we continue to feel very, very challenged by the
fact that the commonwealth government continue to
attack the Victorian healthcare system. What do we see
today? We see the circus unfolding in Canberra when it
comes to good governance in this country. We do not
even know if we have got a commonwealth health
minister at the moment. I understand Mr Hunt has
tendered his resignation to the current Prime Minister.
What choices are Victorians going to be faced with?
We are faced with a potential Prime Minister in Scott
Morrison who oversaw a budget —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister may want to talk about anything other than her
own government’s performance —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:27) — Order! The member for
Oakleigh will leave the chamber for the period of
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1 hour. The Minister for Roads and Road Safety is very
close to following him.
Honourable member for Oakleigh withdrew from
chamber.
Mr Clark — but the minister does need to relate her
remarks to her portfolio and to making a ministers
statement, and I do ask you to bring her back to
compliance with sessional orders.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, given
the federal government’s direct role in funding health
services in this state, the minister is entirely compliant
with standing orders and sessional orders to canvass
these issues, given the federal government’s
involvement in the health system.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think matters of federal
health governance are appropriate. I hope the minister
is not heading down the path where she is going to
make gratuitous political attacks on her opponents.
Ms HENNESSY — Indeed not. I am more
concerned about the gratuitous funding attacks on our
health system at the hands of the federal government,
and of course Mr Morrison has delivered us a budget
that cut $2.1 billion from our health system. Our other
choice of course is in fact Mr Dutton —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:28) — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will leave the chamber for 1 hour.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.
Ms HENNESSY — who as health minister was
voted one of the worst health ministers we have ever
had in this country, and, boy, there has been some
competition from those on the other side of the fence.
He attacked GPs with an attempted $7 tax on GP visits.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I do ask
you to ask the minister to heed and comply with your
ruling and to make at least some effort to relate her
remarks to her own portfolio.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to come
back to making a statement.
Ms HENNESSY — The bottom line is this: despite
the circus unfolding in Canberra, the vicious attacks on
funding to Victorians will continue to go on and we
will continue to highlight them.
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Rob Gibbs
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:29) — My
question is to the Premier. Rob Gibbs, a Gippsland
Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteer, has a cancer
that should be covered under presumptive rights
legislation. Diagnosed in 2015, his cancer is
worsening, and he has recently had surgery where part
of his foot was amputated. Premier, when you
personally rang him in late 2015 you told him he
would be taken care of, yet your presumptive rights
legislation would not even cover him despite your
personal assurance to him that it would. This man has
cancer. He has served our state as a CFA volunteer for
years and now just wants to protect his family’s future.
If you cannot even honour your word to a CFA
volunteer who has cancer, how can any Victorian,
including Rob Gibbs, believe a word you say?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:30) — I do thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. The
circumstances of any person who has fought bravely to
keep our state safe and has then been harmed in the
process, whether it be through a cancer they have
contracted in connection with their firefighting or any
other injury they might face, diminishes all of us. That
is why the government, rather than denying the link
between some forms of firefighting and some forms of
cancer for four long years, actually made commitments
and introduced legislation into this chamber, and it
passed this chamber. That legislation —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Oh, no, you asked the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
resume his seat. The member for Frankston is warned,
as is the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is deliberately misleading the house on this
legislation. Rob Gibbs was personally called by the
Premier to say he would be covered, and the date of the
legislation that he introduced would not cover Rob
Gibbs. It would not cover him. You cannot ring him
and give him your word about cancer —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will resume his seat. The Deputy Premier
will assist in the running of the house. There is no point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS — As I said, that legislation passed
this house, as it should have, in full delivery of our
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election commitment. That bill then moved to the other
place, and after a long debate — in fact maybe even a
record-setting debate — a couple of people decided that
they would tell everyone they were off to church.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question to the Premier was very
clear: why did he ring Rob Gibbs and give him the
Premier’s personal assurances that he would be looked
after and then not deliver on that promise? The question
is very clear: why would any Victorian ever believe the
Premier when he cannot keep his word to a CFA
volunteer who has cancer?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS — The question relates to
promises made and whether they are kept. The point is:
I will not today or any day be lectured on probity and
honesty and keeping your word from a man who
directed two of his colleagues to lie about God and
faith and church to break a pairing arrangement and
defeat the very compensation he shamefully pretends
to care about today.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier is
warned.
Mr GUY — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the Premier was asked a clear question about
the case of Rob Gibbs, a man he rang personally and
told that this legislation would cover him. It does not
cover and it never covered Rob Gibbs’s case, and the
question was clear: why would anyone believe the
Premier’s word when he would lie to a CFA volunteer
suffering cancer?
The SPEAKER — I understand the point of order
but the question at the end of his long question was a
very broad one, and the Premier is being responsive to
that question.
Mr ANDREWS — But of course directing your
colleagues to break a pairing arrangement is an act of
integrity! The Leader of the Opposition seems to forget
that as part of the arrangements we put to the
Parliament there was a fund and a process on a
case-by-case basis to deal with anyone who was not
directly covered by the scheme we put forward,
because with any new scheme you need to be sure to
accommodate those who might not qualify, and that is
what our arrangements did.
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It begs the question and the observation: why was a
new scheme required? A new scheme was required
because those opposite denied the link between
firefighting and some forms of cancer for four long
years. The Leader of the Opposition may seek to lecture
people on integrity. He has no place doing so, nor does
the member for Gembrook.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings is on very thin ice.
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier continues to mislead the house. The legislation
he brought into this place and through the other place
was never, ever going to cover Rob Gibbs. I know you
said it was a broad question. The question is about one
person who is currently recovering at the moment,
getting treatment today for part of his foot being
amputated —
Ms Neville interjected.
Mr Battin — You are saying that is wrong? The
Minister for Police says that is wrong. He is at home
with a nurse getting treatment, and you must answer
your direct question: why did you lie to Rob Gibbs?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the issues
being raised by the member for Gembrook, but the
question was around what Victorians can believe. The
Premier is being responsive to that question.
Mr ANDREWS — I would again point out to those
opposite that not only did they vote against these
measures — they defeated them — but they
conveniently forget that as part of these arrangements
and the package of measures the government
announced there was a case-by-case process to deal
with those who might not fall directly within the scope
of the scheme, a scheme denied to them for four long
years by those opposite. Shameful hypocrites, every
single one of them.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:36) — Rob
Gibbs, a volunteer firefighter for 15 years, is watching
this broadcast today, Premier. He was denied
compensation from the CFA and from your
government, yet now you are using the full force of
government to fight him in the Supreme Court to deny
him and his family any compensation, a volunteer who
has spent years protecting our community, and despite
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your personal promise, your personal commitment, that
you would look after him. Premier, will you keep your
promise, will you drop your legal fight against
Mr Gibbs and his family and will you now guarantee he
gets the compensation you personally promised him
three years ago?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals will come to order. The member for Bass!
The Leader of The Nationals, please! The Leader of the
House is not assisting the smooth running of the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:37) — The member for Bass
can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — If members persist in shouting
across the chamber, they will leave the chamber.
Ms Graley interjected.
The SPEAKER (11:38) — The member for Narre
Warren South can join the member for Bass for 1 hour.
Honourable member for Narre Warren South
withdrew from chamber.
The SPEAKER — I remind members in this place
of the sub judice convention. If this matter is before the
courts, I remind members of that convention. I ask the
Premier to answer the question.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:38) — I simply say
in response to the Leader of the Opposition that I reject
the assertions made in his question, but I would also —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — No, I would make the point
that advice I have received indicates that there are
productive, good faith discussions going on with
Mr Gibbs — that is the advice that I have — between
the department and his representatives to come to an
arrangement that is hopefully beneficial to him in his
very difficult circumstances. I would again take this
opportunity to say to all Victorians that we will not be
taking lectures from those who denied these matters for
four long years and who defeated them in the
other place.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — The member for Sandringham is
warned.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was very clear to the Premier:
will he keep his promise and will he drop his legal fight
against Rob Gibbs? I was not asking the Premier
anything beyond those two very simple points, and I
ask you — and in fairness, on behalf of Rob Gibbs,
who is watching — to bring the Premier back to giving
some clarity to those questions.
The SPEAKER — I understand the point of order,
but the Premier was being responsive to the question
and he has finished his answer.

Ministers statements: Social Enterprise Strategy
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (11:39) — I rise to update the house on
how the Andrews Labor government’s Social
Enterprise Strategy and social procurement framework
are changing lives right across Victoria. Today may not
be a good day to be a moderate Liberal, but it is a great
day to be a social enterprise in Victoria because the
sector is booming. There are 3500 social enterprises
and 60 000 jobs supporting an over $5 billion
investment in our economy. There are also 12 000 jobs
for people with a disability, 4000 jobs for the long-term
unemployed and almost 1000 jobs for Aboriginal
Victorians. We are also proud of the strong leadership
and the strong female entrepreneurship that is in our
social enterprise sector. Fifty per cent are led by women
and, as the member for Macedon knows, over 40 per
cent are in regional Victoria, just like Social Foundry,
which we visited in Kyneton very recently. They have
great food, great coffee, and when you purchase
something at Social Foundry you are investing in young
people at risk in regional Victoria.
Just last week I announced over half a million dollars in
funding for 23 social enterprises right across the state.
The member for Richmond knows about Lentil as
Anything, a social enterprise we are getting behind. I
am also reliably informed they have got a great potato
curry on the menu. If the Prime Minister in waiting is
looking for one, he should get down to Lentil as
Anything. We are very pleased; this is a great
hospitality success story. The Andrews government
will do everything it can as the largest procurer of
goods and services in the state to make sure everyone
participates in the sharing economy.
While it is Lentil as Anything in Richmond, a social
enterprise, it may be mental as anything in Canberra
right now. I just got the message — I guess they are
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pretty good at texts over there — that Parliament has
been adjourned today in Canberra. I do not even know
where my federal minister, Michaelia Cash, is at right
now. She is still trying to look at Victoria’s space
industry and everything we have got going. We are
doing everything we can and will continue to support
social enterprises.

Bus contracts
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:41) — My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. I refer
to the Treasurer’s answer yesterday when he said that
you had identified and achieved greater efficiencies in
bus contracts to offset the public payments your
government has agreed to make to resolve a private
industrial dispute between bus companies and the
Transport Workers Union (TWU). Minister, what
specific efficiencies did you identify and implement
and at what amount have they been valued?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood!
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:42) — Isn’t it great to be talking about investment
in the bus industry, as opposed to those opposite who
cut funding to the bus industry? I was particularly
interested to note, and I am sure the member for
Ivanhoe did not let this escape his attention either, that
the Leader of the Opposition this week in criticising the
operator Transdev was in fact criticising the very
contracts he and his government signed that involved
cutting funding and cutting bus routes to northern and
western Melbourne.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was about the efficiencies the Treasurer
referred to yesterday that are being used to pay off the
TWU’s wage claims. The question was: what are those
specific efficiencies and how much are they worth? I
ask you to draw the minister back to answering the
question.
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Ms ALLAN — I am coming to that. Don’t worry, I
am coming to that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, without the
assistance of members opposite.
Ms ALLAN — They are an impatient lot over there.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the Leader of
The Nationals’ assistance.
Ms ALLAN — I know they are very keen to get
back and watch the TV. I know they are very keen to
get back and make sure that —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — Yes, I am sure you are. Thank you.
You don’t think I didn’t work that out.
Speaker, there are efficiencies that we have driven
through the bus contract negotiations. We are proud to
have driven these efficiencies, because — do you know
what? — it is going to lead to the provision of more bus
services and greater flexibility to deliver bus services
for our growing regions.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:44) — Order! I know we are on
the last question, but I am going to have to ask the
member for Ringwood and the member for Essendon to
leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour. There is still
too much shouting in this chamber.
Honourable members for Ringwood and Essendon
withdrew from chamber.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker,
relating to relevance. The question was about what
specific efficiencies were identified and what the
specific value was of each of those efficiencies. The
minister has not answered that. I ask you to bring her
back to answering that.

The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister to come back to answering the
question.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has been
responsive to the question asked.

Ms ALLAN — Part of getting the greater
efficiencies that the Treasurer spoke about yesterday
was driving new arrangements through the
metropolitan bus contract negotiations that we have
successfully concluded in recent times.

Ms ALLAN — The Treasurer touched on this
yesterday in his answer to the auditioning shadow
Treasurer in terms of talking about how part of those
efficiencies and part of the operation of our bus
network also rely on the good work of bus drivers.

Honourable members interjecting.
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They have a difficult job. They have a challenging job,
and they deserve a pay rise in accordance with the —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, with
2 minutes and 10 seconds gone of the minister’s time to
answer, the shadow Treasurer asked a very specific
question about efficiencies that the Treasurer referred to
yesterday. The question was about efficiencies and the
cost, and not once, despite mentioning the word
‘efficiencies’, has the minister detailed what the
efficiencies actually are. If she does not know her own
portfolio, maybe she wants to take it on notice,
otherwise in the next 50 seconds could you please
direct her to answer it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Ms ALLAN — Indeed, Speaker, I was. As I said,
part of operating —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the Leader of The Nationals.
Ms ALLAN — Part of returning in terms of the
delivery of our bus system, the bus drivers deserve the
support. The efficiencies that were achieved through
the bus contract negotiations amount to some tens of
millions of dollars, and it is only fair —
An honourable member — What are they?
Ms ALLAN — I just told you.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! If members who would
like to hear an answer to this question want to hear that
answer, they should be quiet rather than shouting across
the chamber.
Ms ALLAN — What this question is all about, as
the question was all about yesterday, is it is yet another
Liberal attack on public sector workers or private sector
workers. Whether you drive a bus, work in a hospital or
drive an ambulance, the Liberal Party will come after
you every single time.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:47) — On a
supplementary question, I remind the minister that we
are not talking about the public sector, we are talking
about private bus companies. Minister, if you have been
able to identify and achieve financial efficiencies in
private bus contracts, why is your priority to pay off
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unions just before an election rather than putting those
efficiencies into delivering better bus services for the
people who actually ride on them?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:47) — Under the Premier’s leadership the Andrews
Labor government is driving significant reform through
the bus industry. We are proud to stand with the
workforce to support their rights to negotiate fairly with
their employer and gain a wage rise. We are proud of
the efficiencies that we have driven through our bus
contracts so we can deliver more bus services to the
growing suburbs. We are proud of the work that we are
doing to mop up the mess that those opposite left us
with the Transdev contracts, and we will continue —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker,
fortunately the Sky News watchers will be spared the
embarrassment of seeing —
The SPEAKER — Order! Does the Leader of The
Nationals have a serious point of order?
Mr Walsh — But for those of us who are in the
chamber I would ask you to bring the minister back to
answering the question that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is being
responsive to this question.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — Speaker, I think someone needs to
get the Leader of the Opposition some smelling salts.
He is getting a bit hysterical over there. We will
continue to work very hard to support the bus industry
across Victoria —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to relevance. It is a very simple question: why
has this government decided to take public money and
give it to settle private industrial claims rather than
improving public services? I ask you, in the 11 seconds
left, to bring her back to give us one answer to that
question.
Ms Hutchins — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister was being very relevant. Obviously those
opposite do not understand industrial relations in this
state. That is why they were unable to reach agreement
without industrial action and going to war with our
nurses and ambos.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Public
Transport was being responsive but had strayed from
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answering the question. I ask her to come back to
answering the question. The minister has concluded
her answer.

Ministers statements: regional rail
infrastructure
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:50) — I am very pleased to update the house on the
Andrews Labor government’s ongoing program of
works to invest in regional public transport, upgrading
every regional passenger line in regional Victoria. Of
course members of the house will recall that the
$1.75 billion worth of work that is going on is part of a
program that I was really pleased to negotiate with the
former federal Minister for Infrastructure and
Transport, Darren Chester. Of course we all remember
what happened to poor old Darren; he got dumped by
his National Party colleagues.
I just remind the house too that in the last three years I
have worked with now six coalition infrastructure
ministers in Canberra — six ministers. It looks like
pretty soon that number is going to get to at least seven.
Do you know what? Every time there is a change we
book a flight to Canberra, we roll a map of Victoria up
and put it under our arms and we go up and explain a
few things to the federal government in Canberra. I am
going to again have to explain the map of Victoria to
the federal government and how we do not get our fair
share. I am again going to have to explain that Victoria
has the strongest economy in the nation and the fastest
growing population in the nation, that it is creating
more jobs and that we deserve our fair share of funding.
Along the way I am again going to remind some of
those National Party MPs in Canberra about the
previous betrayal of their National colleagues in
Victoria, closing country train lines and cutting funding
to V/Line. That will be part of the story.
And again I am going to explain where Shepparton is,
where Warrnambool is and where Gippsland is.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals will come to order.
Ms ALLAN — While I am up there I will even drop
in on the shadow minister for infrastructure, Anthony
Albanese. He has been there for a long time. He
understands Victoria. He has got a detailed knowledge
about the public transport system, and that is what we
will continue to work on.
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RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice
The SPEAKER (11:53) — The member for
Malvern yesterday made a point of order about the
responsiveness of the Treasurer’s answer to his
substantive question about bus contracts. In responding
that the figure requested was confidential to the parties,
the Treasurer was responsive to the question asked.
Ms McLeish — On a point of order, Speaker, I wish
to renew my point of order that I made last sitting week
regarding constituency question 14 495, directed to the
Minister for Education. It was asked 11 weeks ago, so it
is almost seven weeks overdue, and I would request
that you follow that up for me.
The SPEAKER — I will follow that matter up for
the member.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (11:54) — (14 866) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport.
Minister, now that the Liberal-Nationals have
committed to a public transport overlay on all public
land for the land corridor needed for the Rowville rail,
can you advise the Rowville electorate residents what
funding you will provide to match the federal
government’s recent announcement of a $475 million
funding commitment? Minister, at a recent public
forum on Rowville rail attended by more than 300 local
residents the vast majority were in favour of a full rail
service and not the tram plan floated by your
government. It was made very clear at the forum that
Rowville rail must be given the green light as a matter
of priority.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (11:54) — (14 867) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
When will the Head Start apprenticeships and
traineeships initiative be rolled out to Craigieburn
Secondary College and Mount Ridley College? I am
delighted that both government secondary schools in
the Yuroke electorate will be participating in this
fantastic program, which will open up a whole range of
career opportunities to young people, allowing them to
pursue a qualification while ensuring they also
complete their secondary education. This complements
this government’s work to rescue TAFE, and I know
that many students in the Yuroke electorate and their

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Thursday, 23 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

parents will be eager to learn more about when they
can benefit from this innovative new program.

Bayswater electorate
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (11:55) — (14 868)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. When will the rail pedestrian crossing at
Devenish Road, Boronia, receive an upgrade?
Tragically a constituent reports that there was a fatality
in the vicinity of this crossing recently. It is unclear as
to the circumstances of that fatality. However, the
appearance of emergency crews served as a reminder to
the community in the area and generated the questions
about this crossing. One constituent had been involved
in a near miss there. He stopped for the train heading
one way and was surprised to find a train heading the
other way as he stepped out. He is seeking the
following improvements: the removal of the graffiti
around the crossing, especially the graffiti on the
warning signs; and the painting, straightening and
lengthening of the poles that create the crossing barrier.
Ultimately he thinks there should be automated gates
there, but we will happily take that on advisement as to
what is best. He has contacted Metro Trains but is not
getting anywhere. Minister, when will this be done?

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (11:56) — (14 869) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
In this year’s budget the Andrews Labor government
committed $400 000 to upgrade the pedestrian crossing
on Main Road in Riddells Creek. Minister, can you
please advise when works will commence on this
project? Riddells Creek locals Robyn and George
Francescutti and the Riddells Creek community ran a
sensational campaign in support of this project, and
while they were ignored by the previous Liberal
government they are delighted now to have a
government that listens. Minister, scarcely a day goes
by that I do not get questions regarding this
much-needed road safety project, and I look forward to
works commencing as soon as possible.

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (11:57) — (14 870) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. When will the state government order new
long-haul trains for the north-east and Shepparton lines
to improve reliability for travellers on the Seymour,
Shepparton and north-east lines? As we know, to date
this government has been all words and no action on
trains. Samantha McCormack of Clonbinane emailed
me this week after the 5.11 p.m. Southern Cross to

3017

Seymour service broke down just outside North
Melbourne on Friday evening. This incurred a 3-hour
delay while a crew was sent to repair the broken train as
it was holding up metro services. Samantha said:
I left work at 5.00 p.m. and arrived home at 8.30 p.m. The
problem is that this is not an isolated incident. Our trains are
old and are constantly being delayed or cancelled due to
train faults.
What is the point of having a timetable when the trains never
arrive at their allocated time? I never know if I will get to
work on time or how long it will take to get home any more.
I moved to Wandong 12 years ago because at that time there
was a reliable train service to the city.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (11:58) —
(14 871) My constituency question is to the Minister
for Suburban Development. When is construction of
the Meadowlink shared trail project due to commence?
The Andrews Labor government is working hard to get
planning right in Broadmeadows and to fast-track
construction of this Meadowlink shared trail project.
The Minister for Planning has streamlined zoning for
the trail — an important milestone for the
$2.15 million project. It will feature a 3.2-kilometre
shared walking and cycling path connecting
Merlynston Creek to Seabrook Reserve and the
Broadmeadows railway station. It is going to be a great
asset for the community and a key component of the
Labor government’s Broadmeadows urban
revitalisation project, which includes $7 million
towards the Broadmeadows town hall redevelopment,
$4 million for the Broadmeadows railway station and
Pascoe Vale improvements, $1 million for land
acquisition to provide new open space around the
railway station and other money for planning to ensure
the local community has better access to jobs, schools
and public transport closer to home.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (11:59) — (14 872) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education. The St Andrews Primary School community
are keen to access the School Pride and Sport Fund
announced in this year’s budget but are unsure how to
go about this. Can you please provide the appropriate
advice and support to the school so they can access this
fund to get their desired project moving? I note that in
the current budget $10 million was allocated to this
statewide initiative with a bit less than half to be
expended during this financial year. St Andrews is a
small school situated in the bush on the outskirts of
metropolitan Melbourne. The school has strong ties
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with the local community, many of whom were
impacted by the fires on Black Saturday. For many the
school is the only place in town for kids to gather and
play. As such, the school is looking to replace the old
playground, used by the preps, grade 1s and grade 2s,
and set the scene for regeneration and renewal as we
approach the 10th anniversary of the Black Saturday
fires. This is very important for this small school.
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$5 billion is a long-awaited game changer for my
electorate of St Albans. This would see Sunshine and
other areas of my electorate benefit from more access to
Melbourne Airport and, of course, regional Victoria and
other parts of Melbourne. Building a brand-new
super-hub station in the heart of my electorate of
Sunshine is a priority for my electorate, and I ask the
minister: when will she provide the next update for the
airport rail link?

Bentleigh electorate
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (12:00) — (14 873) My
question is to the Minister For Public Transport. The
Liberal candidate for Bentleigh and former property
council head has been caught out telling fibs about the
opposition’s position on the Ormond station
development. I refer to media reports today that the
developer has written to the government claiming he
met with the Leader of the Opposition and secured his
support for the development prior to the Liberal Party
passing the permit in the Legislative Council. Are these
media reports accurate?

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:00) — (14 874) My
question is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. What will she do to help low-income
public housing families in Polwarth, people on pensions
and those who struggle to keep warm in winter who
have poorly flued gas heaters that the State Coroner
yesterday recommended should be removed from
homes and removed from sale? This week the minister
announced $1.2 billion for some of the most affluent
people in Victoria to have solar panels put on their
homes. In the same week the poorest Victorians have
been told that their old, inefficient and dangerous
heaters should not be used. It is estimated that over
70 000 Department of Health and Human Services
clients rely on these heaters for warmth over winter. It
seems that these heaters are not only potentially
dangerous but also generally the least efficient and most
costly to run. This government’s rhetoric on renewables
and energy costs can only be seen as an act of complete
pork-barrelling to find so much money for people who
already own multimillion-dollar homes. People who
can earn up to $180 000 a year will be gifted thousands
from the taxpayer so this government can continue its
unplanned renewables crusade.

St Albans electorate
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (12:01) — (14 875)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. When will the minister provide the next
update about the airport rail link? This investment of

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (12:02) — To resume my brief contribution in
this regard, what this bill reflects is that this is a
government that is about delivering reforms that secure
the future of the people of our state in a changing
world. Our jobs plan, infrastructure agenda, health
investments, public transport reforms and social policy
reforms all share a consistent vision around making
sure that Victorians get the kind of government that not
only gets things done but prepares for the changing
world we are a part of.
This bill proudly reflects those themes in this particular
area — the area of residential tenancy rights and the
obligations of both tenants and owners alike in a
changing world. It is a measured and balanced set of
changes for renters and landlords alike. The more than
1.5 million Victorians who currently rent need these
changes as the rental market moves from what was
once seen as perhaps a transitional phase of renting in
our lives, in a time of life primarily seen as an issue for
young singles or couples saving for their first homes, to
now a modern rental market where more and more
people from a wide and diverse set of backgrounds rent
for longer periods, if not as lifetime renters.
These changes in the bill before us are a balanced
response to this new world. It is a new world that we
find ourselves in where we need to deliver better
outcomes to reflect those 1.5 million — and
growing — Victorians who look to the protections of
the Residential Tenancies Act 1997. This package of
reforms, as set out in both this bill and the minister’s
second-reading speech, are worthy of the support of this
Parliament, and we should not consider the contribution
of a reasoned amendment from those opposite.
The wider context of this policy is to be found in the
Andrews Labor government’s Homes for Victorians
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policy, which of course this commitment was set out in
and which has led to this bill. It is fair to say that this
bill acts as an important part of our efforts to deliver
safe, affordable, secure housing in the face of that
growing group of renters who struggle with rising rents
in the face of both stagnant wage growth and
increasing demand for rental properties, especially in
that bottom quartile sector of the private sector rental
market where there is a lot of competition around the
affordable rental space.
Material provided by the National Association of
Tenant Organisations recently reports something along
these lines: some 80 per cent of renters see themselves
as having no long-term rental security, while 62 per
cent of renters are scared to ask for a long-term lease.
Some half of all renters believe they have suffered
discrimination in the rental market because they are
renters. One in five have had to wait for more than four
weeks for urgent repairs to their homes. Half of the
1.5 million renters in Victoria do not think they will
ever be able to afford to buy their own home.
So against this background, how do we make sure our
renters know that they have more than just a roof over
their heads and that they know that the laws of this state
deliver them, as far as they can, the protections of a
home — somewhere that is secure, somewhere they
can safely take the reasonable steps that define where
we live as our home? This bill helps in that regard. This
bill sets out those important prospects for making sure
that Victorians, the 1.5 million renters in Victoria, are
able to secure a home wherever they might rent.
In terms of some of the specific provisions that I might
turn my mind to — and in this bill that has over
100 significant reforms, just to pick out a few is perhaps
a bit unfair — I will just focus on some of the more
significant ones that I have been able to identify from
my discussions with my community. In my community
the majority of residences are in fact rental properties,
and that is growing in numbers, which makes it well and
truly above the statewide average and an area where this
set of reforms will be particularly welcome.
One goes to the ‘no reason to vacate’ prospect. This
Labor government is delivering on its promise to
remove the no reason to vacate provision. This clause in
the act can sometimes have chilling effects on tenants
exercising their rights throughout the rest of the act.
Removing the no reason to vacate provision is essential
to stop renters being kicked out for demanding their
rights around basic livable standards. For people on low
incomes asking their landlord to carry out obligatory
maintenance under the act always comes with the
implied risk of eviction. Our reforms change that.
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Our reforms also introduce minimum livability and
safety standards as a wider obligation under this act,
well beyond the recent rooming house reforms that this
government introduced into the act earlier in this
parliamentary cycle. This is important because this
government does not believe that just because you are
poor or because you are renting you do not have the
entitlements to the protections of the set of legislation
provisions that allow you to enforce your rights freely.
Unfortunately, whether it is on the renewal of public
housing or ensuring basic standards in rental
properties, it is those opposite who seek to deny poor
people, particularly those in the private sector rental
market, from being able to access these standards. We
should not have to put up with substandard housing not
fit for 21st century standards, whether it be in the
private sector rental market or in the public sector
rental market. That is the way we have voted, and this
bill will be a significant test for all honourable
members of this place and the other place as to whether
they support that principle.
The bill also restricts rental increases and cracks down
on rental bidding. The practice of rental bidding is
particularly pervasive at the bottom end of the market,
where sometimes dozens of people can turn up for a
rental property. We regularly see people having to
attend multiple inspections, fill out multiple forms,
waste countless hours, only to find that the property
they attended was never really available at the price it
was advertised. It makes it so much easier under this
practice to fall over the edge into housing poverty, into
therefore a reliance on social housing and into
homelessness. If all honourable members of this place
care about reducing the public housing waiting list or
the numbers of people sleeping rough on our streets,
they need to see this reform as part of that process.
Making sure that the options for private sector rental,
particularly in the lower quartile part of the private
sector market, are decent options that can make people
secure is an important part of this reform.
Whether it is the other aspects of the act, whether it
goes to protections for pet owners and the opportunities
for special bonds or whether it is the whole range of
other bits and pieces of substantial reforms to this
act — the more than 100 reforms that we see in this
bill — this is a piece of legislation that defines the
future for 1.5 million and growing Victorians. It sets
out the values of this government clearly and it will test
the values of those opposite as to whether they want to
protect the rights of 1.5 million Victorians.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (12:10) — I am very
privileged to be able to speak on the Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018. I had the portfolio of
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consumer affairs as shadow minister when this was first
mooted a couple years ago. I know that even at that
time there were deep concerns held by landlords who
had contacted me at the time. There were deep concerns
by real estate agents. Those inquiries were coming
through thick and fast. The main cut and thrust of that is
that they were concerned that if you look past the
ideology of what is being said about what will be
achieved through the changes to the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 — that there would be more
protection for renters, that renters would have a safer
environment and would therefore have this longer term
ability to stay in the same home and have greater rights
and responsibilities — you are actually in fact taking
away a lot of those rights and responsibilities from the
people who own these homes: the landlords. These are
people of course who are not big fat cats and moguls.
People who own a lot of the housing stock which is up
for rent in the state of Victoria are actually people who
are not doing that well. They are mum-and-dad
investors. In fact one-quarter of 25 to 39-year-olds own
an investment property, and most rental property
owners are on incomes below $150 000.
If you look at the economics of this, we are putting
more pressure on landlords to pay more for minimum
standards within a house. This is a great aspiration but
we have got to look at the impact of it. The bill is
looking for landlords to pick up some of those
responsibilities — it is looking at landlords picking up
the responsibility for any damage done by pets to their
property and they are to take responsibility for any
changes that renters may put in place through
modifications. I know it is stated in the bill that these
are minor modifications, but who is going to explain
that to the renters? How are we going to have a really
clear definition as to what is a minor modification and
what is a substantial modification that may cause a lot
of structural damage to the home and therefore put an
additional cost on the landlord?
We have also got this four-week bond cap. That would
be okay, but we are also putting that in with the extra
thing of minor modifications being allowed, which may
have to be fixed. We are allowing all pets to come in
without any questions asked. They can cause a lot of
damage to the property, and of course can put some
additional risk onto landlords. There are also
allocations. And something the minister who just spoke
referred to was the withdrawal of the 120-day, no
reason notice to vacate provision. There is also
responsibility now within this bill for landlords to
dispose of any abandoned goods and furniture. These
are additional costs and additional risks that landlords
will have to carry.
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If they are taking on this additional risk — additional
financial risk — then of course they are going to look at
the value of their investment. They are going to look at
whether they continue to rent their property or whether
they sell their property or whether they look at other
avenues that can return some revenue and pay off their
interest on these homes. This is where it becomes a
little bit complex, but it really is basic economics. I
have already had local people — local real estate agents
and local landlords — who have come to me and have
already put a home which has been used as a rental
property for many, many years on the market, therefore
taking a property out of the rental housing pool.
I have also spoken to and heard from people in my own
electorate who are now taking a property out of the
rental market and instead are going to put it on Airbnb.
On Airbnb they can rent their property out for one or
two nights a week instead of having to be locked into a
long-term rental, and they see that as a way of reducing
their risks but still being able to make the interest
payments on their investment property. Of course those
two outcomes — and they are very, very real; they are
things I have heard from my own people — are the net
effect of taking rental properties out of the market in
western Victoria. I know this is something that is
happening right across the state.
As we heard earlier from Labor, there are 1.25 million
renters in Victoria. We already know that many of these
renters are struggling with the rising cost of living.
They are struggling with electricity prices going
through the roof after Labor put such a huge brown coal
tax on Hazelwood that it was forced to close down. We
have also got increasing competition for affordable
rentals, given that there is nearly a public housing crisis;
it is nearly impossible to get any home in public
housing at the moment. What Labor should be doing is
not targeting this private rental sector, shifting this out
and either causing these rental properties to be removed
from the market or the alternative of landlords pushing
up costs — pushing up the rent — and making housing
less affordable. People who can least afford to save up
for home deposits and people who can least afford to
cope with an increase of even $10, $20 or $50 a week
in their rent cannot afford it. It is going to push them
out onto the streets. I am deeply concerned about this,
as we are talking about the people who rely on our
rental market.
There are of course people who love the rental market. I
have been a renter for most of my life — it is only in
the last couple of years that I have bought my first
home — and some of that was due to the flexibility. I
have worked all around Australia. I would move to
where my job was. That was a much easier way for me
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to live rather than to make a commitment to buy a
home and therefore be connected to that area for a
longer period of time. It suited me, and I know that is
something that a lot of other Victorians are looking at.
They are looking at a permanent rental market to secure
their own housing rather than purchasing a home.
However, what we are going to see through this
legislation is a net effect of fewer houses in the rental
market and rental prices going up. Because of the cost
of living increasing and the increase in competition for
affordable housing, we are simply going to see more
people who are unable to buy their first home or we are
going to see more people end up on the streets.
It has been exceptionally disappointing that this
government has refused to listen to the many, many
people who have deep concerns about the impact of
this legislation. I realise there is an ideology about
trying to appeal to people who are renters, but these
renters need to understand that living is going to get a
lot more expensive for them if this bill comes into
being. Certainly I think we need to see greater
consultation from the government. It needs to listen
and understand what impact this type of legislation
would have on the availability of rental properties
within the state of Victoria.
I would like to ask the government to undertake further
consultation, which is why I support the reasoned
amendment that was put forward by the member for
Bayswater that further consultation takes place before
this bill is considered. That is really to understand what
the net impact will be for all affected stakeholders —
for the landlords, for those lower end renters who will
not be able to afford an increase in their rent from week
to week and for people who are already struggling to
make ends meet because it is so expensive to live in
Victoria at the moment. Energy prices are going
through the roof. Gas prices are going up and electricity
prices are going up, and our salaries are basically
stagnant, and this is something that could have a serious
net negative effect on housing in Victoria.
I would like to thank local real estate agents and
landlords who made the effort to provide their input to
me. I was amazed to see the strong response arising
from some of the Facebook posts put up by real estate
agents in my area, not just from landlords but from
renters as well. There are some serious concerns out
there over what this is going to do to the rental market
in Victoria. People are worried that if this legislation
comes into place, they will not be able to afford to
continue living in their home, that their house will turn
into an Airbnb. This is going in completely the wrong
direction if we are looking at housing stability. Rental
properties today are being moved into the Airbnb
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market, which provides even less security for our
renters. We need to look after the mum-and-dad
investors. We need to make sure that everybody gets a
fair deal, whether it is renters or landlords, and I ask
that the government consider supporting the reasoned
amendment so that further consultation can take place
with those key stakeholders so that we can ensure that
there is no net negative impact on rental properties and
the rental market in Victoria.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (12:21) — I take pleasure
in joining the debate on the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2018. It should come as no surprise
that the member for Bayswater has proposed a reasoned
amendment that is clearly in opposition to the bill and
talks about more consultation. This bill has been the
subject of almost two years of consultation within the
sector. I commend the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation on the time she has
taken to do that. The contributions from the member for
Bayswater and the member for Lowan reminded me
that every time there is a bill before this house that
deals with the rights of working people in their
workplaces or with health and safety, the other side
always scream that there is not a level playing field. But
they are never actually committed to a level playing
field. They are actually committed to a master-servant
relationship, whether it is in the workplace, whether it is
to do with safety or whether it is in the home.
I did hear most of the contributions from the member
for Bayswater and the member for Lowan, and I
apologise to them if I missed something, but I do not
believe I heard either one of them mention family
violence and the impact this has on families in the
rental sector. A number of women find themselves in
precarious housing, and the biggest contributor to
homelessness in this country is family violence. I am
really proud that there are provisions in the bill — and I
will come to the section in a moment — that
specifically refer to according rights to those who are
having difficulty with family violence.
Reform 93. That the proposed reforms implement each
component of recommendation 116 of the Royal Commission
into Family Violence to better protect and support family
violence victims living in rental accommodation. Reform 93
is the key element, enabling VCAT to adjudicate terminations
of residential agreements in situations of family violence. It
can terminate an agreement or require creation of a new
agreement that does not include the person who committed
the violence.
Under this reform the Residential Tenancies Act include
provisions that:
enable a renter who has been subjected to family
violence to challenge the validity of a notice to vacate
issued on a range of grounds including danger, threats
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and intimidation, failure to comply with a VCAT order,
successive breaches of duty, use of premises for an
illegal purpose, where the offending conduct was caused
or committed by the person who subjected the renter to
family or personal violence;
enable a victim of family violence who is a co-renter to
apply to VCAT for an order to terminate a fixed term or
periodic tenancy without requiring consent from the
other co-renters;
require VCAT to consider the relative impacts and
hardship of each party to the residential rental agreement
prior to making an order;
enable VCAT to make an order requiring the residential
rental provider (RRP) or agent to ensure that the victim
of family violence has access to the rented premises to
remove their belongings where this is necessary …

and a range of other provisions.
Some of the other provisions that are earlier in the bill
pertain to property condition. In a First World country it
is not beyond the pale to say that there should be
minimum standards and that premises should be
reasonably fit and suitable for occupation despite the
age and character of the property. This reform is
intended to address a mistaken belief amongst some
residential rental providers and their agents that it is
unnecessary to undertake repairs to premises that are
old and run-down and that a renter should accept a
property in disrepair if they have agreed to pay lower
rent. Minimum standards will be prescribed and will
include basic yet critical requirements relating to
amenity, safety and privacy, such as providing a
vermin-proof rubbish bin and a functioning toilet. I
have had situations of people coming to me and saying
that they have a toilet that only allows for the disposal
of one type of human waste and not the other one. They
have had to actually go off the premises to a public
toilet with themselves and their children. I mean, in a
First World country this is disgraceful.
The minimum standards also include adequate hot and
cold water connections in the kitchen, bathroom and
laundry and external windows that have functioning
latches to secure against external entry. This is really
important for the safety of any family, but if you think
of a family that has been the subject of family violence,
this is a critical thing. I think those opposite really have
not thought about it. The member for Lowan said,
‘Renters should be concerned and should be worried’. It
is almost like a threat — that if this bill passes the
house, something bad might happen to you. Well, at the
moment renters very, very often feel that if they even
ask for the most minor of repairs and maintenance, they
risk eviction.
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I am a member of many local Facebook pages. One in
particular is Doreen Community Voice. There are
10 000 people on that page. I would say there are
probably about a dozen requests every week — it
would actually be more; it is probably closer to
20 people asking — for moving boxes. I see families
who are constantly having to move because they do not
have security of tenure, have been evicted for spurious
reasons or have not been given long-term tenancy. It
impacts on their children’s connections to friendship
networks, to child care and to schooling, and it is
simply not good enough. I think we should be part of a
civilised jurisdiction that gives security of tenure and
longer term tenure for renters, because we are talking
about families here. When you hear those opposite
speak, you would think they are talking about some
subhuman species.
I have had a long history of involvement with the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997. I actually worked in
the Ministry of Consumer Affairs in the early 1990s
and managed the ethnic tenancy program there, and I
dealt with landlords and with tenants. A function of
much of the tenancy law in this state has been all about
compliance for renters and nowhere near enough about
compliance in relation to standards for landlords. I
understand there are some landlords that have concerns,
but when damage does occur or when something does
go awry with the small number of tenants that do do the
wrong thing, landlords have access to insurance and
they have access to tax deductions on their losses.
Tenants do not have any of that. I see families who
every 12 months are having to find the money for yet
another bond. The timing of one lease ending and
another starting never lines up, so you see families that
are just never able to get ahead. There are kids doing
without and parents going without food.
The other reform that I, as a dog lover, really love in
this bill is the reform to make it much more possible for
children and families to have a pet. It really is important
for socialisation, for mental health, to ease loneliness
and to deal with trauma. Many in my community have
experienced trauma in a range of ways but particularly
post Black Saturday. Having a pet that is part of your
life can be great for a child to feel that connectivity. I
want to thank Starting Over Dog Rescue for
introducing me to the most wonderful dog, Bailey, who
has become part of our life since last Friday following
the untimely death of our beautiful staffy, Bella, on the
preceding Monday. So I have lived that experience
myself. I actually live in a rented premises, and I am
really grateful that my landlord allows me to have a pet
in the premises. But I have seen many that do not.
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In relation to access to the property by agents and
landlords, I have heard some appalling stories of
people’s beds being photographed without their
permission or people having to take a whole day off
work every three months to wait for their regular
inspection. Imagine that. With the number of people in
casual work these days, it should not be that a tenant
has to give up a day’s pay to fulfil the unreasonable
request of waiting all day. There should be reasonable
behaviour by landlords and agents to make a proper
time with tenants. I commend the minister and the
public servants who have developed this bill, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (12:31) — I rise to speak
on the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018.
The Greens are passionate about renters rights. For too
long many renters have had to put up with living in
dwellings that are substandard by anyone’s measure,
with little recourse to change it. They could live with
mould growing on the walls, with basic facilities such
as hot water in bathrooms not working or with
inadequate locks on the doors and windows,
undermining their safety. They could live in houses
with dysfunctional or no heating or in houses with no
window coverings, no insulation and gaps under the
doors, and there is nothing they can do about it. They
can be refused permission to have their cat or dog in the
house, no matter how long they have owned the pet and
how much they cherish it. There is also a raft of other
shortfalls in the act that mean renters can get a raw deal.
I have lived in many homes that have lacked basic
comforts. I still rent today, and when I moved into my
property there were no water pipes or gas pipes, so I
was not able to live to a minimum standard. Also my
sister still lives in a rental property that has no heating,
where she uses the oven every day to heat her home.
Unfortunately it is not a renter’s market, with
competition for rental properties and rent rates so high
that people cannot afford or cannot find better
properties. People on low incomes have little choice
regarding their homes, as there are few affordable
properties. In my electorate of Northcote and indeed
across all of Melbourne, Anglicare Victoria research
found that in 2018 there are no longer any rental
properties affordable to people living on Newstart,
Youth Allowance or other government allowances.
The Greens, together with many community
organisations, have been calling loudly for something
to be done. We believe that everyone deserves a decent
home where they can live with basic safety, comfort
and affordability. I want to acknowledge that for over a
decade organisations and community groups have been
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calling for reform in this area. These organisations
include the Victorian Council of Social Service,
Environment Victoria, the Brotherhood of St Laurence,
Tenants Victoria, the Consumer Action Law Centre, the
Alternative Technology Association and the Moreland
and Yarra energy foundations.
They have worked together under the banner of One
Million Homes as well as individually. They have
worked very hard to bring us to where we are today,
and I congratulate them on their persistence and for
never giving up on their fight for the rights of
low-income and marginalised people and for our
environment. I am sure they will keep on working until
the regulations, including for energy and water
efficiency, put forward in this bill are locked in at a
decent standard.
I also want to acknowledge the leadership and hard
work of retired Victorian Greens leader Greg Barber,
who in the last two parliaments, as far back as 2009 and
2013, introduced legislation into the Legislative Council
to create reforms that would enable minimum standards
for rental properties to be set, and that would remove
no-grounds evictions. At that time these changes were
rejected by both major parties. The Greens member for
Melbourne again tried to introduce these reforms in
2017, but the government would not even permit that
bill to be debated. So at the eleventh hour the
government has finally introduced this promised bill
into Parliament to make renting fairer.
On the whole the Greens welcome the measures in this
bill. We do not welcome it being introduced so late in
the Parliament’s schedule that it risks not passing due to
there not being enough sitting days left in the year. We
are also concerned that there is no time for amendments
to be passed, and we would have liked to make a few.
This is really poor form, and it shows the priorities of a
government that are more about regressive law and
order measures than measures that will make a real
difference to the lives of the 30 per cent of Victorians
who rent.
Now I want to turn to the measures in the bill. I will not
outline them all as there are too many, but I will focus
on what the Greens see as the key reforms. As I
previously mentioned, this bill introduces a power for
the minister to create minimum standards for rental
homes. The minister in her second-reading speech has
indicated a number of areas in which the government
intends to set standards, and these are welcome. Renters
should have the right to ensure their home has a
functioning heater, a toilet, hot water in the kitchen and
bathrooms, functioning stovetops, window coverings
and so many other basic facilities.
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Beyond basic comfort and services, homes should also
include some energy-saving measures like weather
sealing and window coverings, with the ability to ramp
up over time. The Greens believe we must look
seriously at measures such as ceiling insulation, basic
standards for hot-water systems and heaters,
energy-saving lighting and more to ensure the
low-hanging fruit in energy efficiency can be taken up
to save energy costs for households and help reduce the
environmental impact. The Greens will continue to
fight for energy and water minimum standards and
affordability in the regulations, which we hope will be
consulted on and determined early in the next term of
government.
While not a minimum standard, the addition of mould
and pest infestation to the list of urgent repairs is an
important health and safety enhancement of this bill. It
will certainly improve conditions for renters, so we are
pleased this has been included.
The proposed legislation makes it far more likely that
animals can be kept in rental properties, as it requires
landlords to apply to VCAT to not permit pets in a
property once a renter requests a pet. It also allows
renters to make minor and prescribed modifications to
rental property. These two changes are welcome and
supported by the Greens. With so many of us now
renting long-term, it is important that we can be at
home in our rental properties, including by keeping a
pet and making minor changes such as adding picture
hooks or weather sealing.
It is also important that renters have greater security. We
have been calling for an end to no-fault and
no-specified-reason evictions. As I said earlier, former
Greens leader Greg Barber included this in his bills in
2009 and 2013. We are pleased to see this change has
been made in this legislation. We also welcome that the
bill includes a new test that evictions must be reasonable
and proportionate in the circumstances. There are a
range of legitimate reasons why landlords can evict
tenants, including selling, renovating, damage to the
rental property, rent being chronically overdue and so
on, so landlords are not being put in a difficult position
by this change. This change strikes the right balance.
Mandatory safety-related obligations such as electrical
and gas appliance servicing and compliance with
smoke alarm and pool fence regulations are essential
changes that really should have been made many years
ago. This bill creates the power for such regulations, but
we still have to wait for the detail to be set to ensure
they are adequate.
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In 2010 young boys Chase and Tyler Robinson, who
lived in a property where the gas heater had a blocked
flue, very tragically died from gas poisoning. Their
mother survived, but I cannot imagine her grief. Their
deaths resulted in a public awareness campaign but no
legislative change. Back in 2013 Greg Barber
highlighted this story to explain why we desperately
needed minimum standards and reform to the act to
ensure basic safety standards are met. It is quite
appalling that it has taken so long to introduce these
changes, and we still have to wait and see if they get a
chance to pass this Parliament and whether the next
government sets decent regulations. I hope that this can
happen so that parents Vanessa and Scott Robinson and
all their family and friends can get some peace from it.
Many of the current laws with respect to rental
properties have failed to ensure decent behaviour,
including that protecting the residents’ health and
safety. They have been balanced too far in favour of
landlords. This and other minimum standard measures
are starting to change this, which is desperately needed.
Now moving to other measures in this bill, there are
affordability measures in this bill which are important.
These include automatic bond repayment in 14 days
unless parties are in dispute, faster reimbursement
where tenants have paid for urgent repairs, stopping
rental bidding and providing for yearly instead of
six-monthly rent increases. These are measures that
may not be good for affordability. Removing the bond
cap of $350 per week and replacing it with a figure to
be set in regulation leaves question marks there. Also,
allowing a second bond to be negotiated if the resident
wants to make any modifications together with
requirements to return the house to original condition
may not improve affordability, but it does increase
flexibility, which may be a priority for some renters.
We welcome the non-compliance register for landlords
and agents that fail to meet their obligations and other
measures to protect tenants from dodgy landlords, such
as prohibiting misleading or deceptive conduct
inducing a person into renting a property.
Mandatory precontractual disclosure of material facts
such as an intention to sell the rental property or other
things is to be set in regulation. The government has
indicated the known presence of asbestos could be one
of these required disclosures and we would very much
welcome that. Also they have specified mandatory
condition reporting to ensure the state of rented
premises is accurately recorded at the beginning and
end of a rental relationship. This could benefit both
renters and landlords and lead to less disputes.
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Finally, the bill implements a raft of changes
recommended by the Royal Commission into Family
Violence. These changes include that a lease can be
quickly ended and the victim and their children be
given a new lease where appropriate and that they be
protected from debts caused by the violent perpetrator.
We are pleased to see these measures implemented in a
timely way after the royal commission.
Now moving to our concerns with the bill, while on the
whole we see this proposed legislation as a step forward
in a raft of areas, what it fails to do is think outside the
box. One of the major issues in our current rental
system is that renters are too afraid to complain about
an issue, let alone take it to VCAT, which is an
intimidating prospect. They are concerned that asking
for repairs or calling landlords out on problems will
result in rent rises, a bad relationship or other
consequences. This bill fails to address this. It works
within the existing VCAT system for managing
disputes or problems in the relationships between the
renter and the rental property provider. It continues with
the adversarial approach, which we know full well does
not favour renters. I note that in the minister’s
second-reading speech she acknowledged the need for
further reforms to make the system less adversarial. The
Greens will continue to push for this. Whether it be via
an ombudsman or within a different arm of VCAT, we
need a better way to manage this.
This legislation also does not deal with the fundamental
affordability challenge, which is rising rents. Every few
months a new report seems to come out that indicates
just how unaffordable renting is. Just this week, a
Compass Housing Services report indicated that a
household needs to earn $130 000 to afford a
three-bedroom rental property in inner Melbourne and
not be in housing stress. That is $50 000 above the
average wages of most families living in a rental
property. The government needs to seriously examine
capping rent increases to inflation if we are going to
have any impact on rent blowouts for lower and
middle-income families and have any hope of reducing
the cost of living. Such a measure will not deal with
rental poverty, which now clearly can only be dealt
with by a massive scale up in social housing, something
which successive Victorian governments have
deprioritised, despite the desperate need.
Moving now to caravan parks, we welcome measures
to compensate residents if the caravan park is sold.
Having said that, we are concerned that the sector,
including the Consumer Action Law Centre, has
identified a number of gaps and loopholes in relation to
these parks. Many part 4A residential parks are now
charging residents a deferred management fee, which is
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an exit fee traditionally charged to retirement village
residents. There is no regulation of these fees and they
can be applied very unfairly. We need regulatory
powers in relation to this to protect tenants.
Further, despite part 4A residential parks often being
home to older and vulnerable people, unlike retirement
village operators these owners are not required to
register with Consumer Affairs Victoria. This means we
do not know how many residential parks there are in
Victoria, nor can potential residents search to see if a
part 4A park is properly registered. Unlike for
retirement villages, there are also no minimum standards
relating to who can operate a part 4A park. This means
that previous bankrupts or people convicted of fraud or
dishonesty offences can manage a part 4A park.
Also compensation is not required to be paid to
residents if the caravan park owner or part 4A site
owner is not the owner of the land and the closure of
the park is due to the expiry of a head lease of that land.
While this might feel reasonable for the site owner, it
leaves residents high and dry. It is also peculiar given
site owners are not allowed to enter into a site
agreement with a site tenant that is for a period of
occupancy which exceeds the expiry date of the
head lease.
We are disappointed that we are not in a position to
amend this bill, due to the government’s late
introduction of it and the lack of time if we want to see
this pass. The Greens will continue to stand up for
renters and ensure the regulations associated with this
bill are of a high standard, and if further legislative
changes are made in the next term, we will do what we
can to address problems with the act.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (12:47) — Can I just say
in relation to the Residential Tenancies Amendment
Bill 2018 that the ultimate goal of this amendment bill,
on the part of the government and I would like to think
on the part of the Parliament, is to see fewer Victorians
experience homelessness. That is absolutely and
fundamentally what drives our work in relation to the
amendments in this bill.
I would like to quote in particular from the eNEWS of
23 August of the Council to Homeless Persons (CHP).
They make some particular points in relation to the bill.
To quote from them:
CHP is enormously pleased with the outcome of the
Residential Tenancies Act review, which has been a huge part
of our work, and that of many of you, over the past three
years. We have worked closely with partner organisations
including Tenants Victoria, Justice Connect Homelessness
Law and VCOSS to ensure that the new-look act will protect
those who are homeless and those who are vulnerable to it.
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Like many campaigns, this success is a testament to the
strong partnerships and collaborative work across our sector,
and to the great efforts of all the #MakeRentingFair
supporters.

I think that is a reflection on the very significant work
that the government has needed to undertake. While
with the bill itself we do not feel the width but feel the
quality, it is a substantial piece of work with many very
significant stakeholders in the community. Yes, this
work takes some time but to get it right and to bring
people with you, given the complexities that are
involved, is very significant.
We have come to this part of the cycle and now it is in
the Parliament. We are not walking away from our
commitment to make renting fairer and more just for
people in the community and to give greater certainty to
those landlords who need and desire it. What we have
done is made sure that we have sought with this
substantial piece of work to garner as much support in
the community as possible, particularly from a range of
advocacy organisations that speak for those who do not
have a voice themselves. Through their experiences and
those of those who come through the doors of our
constituencies and our electorate offices, we understand
that this bill, these amendments, go to the heart of
addressing many of the unjust practices that have been
allowed to fester and be maintained for far too long.
Like many people here, we have had experiences of
renting. From May 1996 right through until 2011,
when we finally became home owners in the Ivanhoe
electorate, we were renters. That is a very significant
portion of time — some 15-odd years — when we
were in the rental market. We had different
experiences. We rented a one-bedroom place in
Geelong, when I was working at the Geelong
Advertiser and going to the footy down the street. One
hundred dollars a week does not sound like a lot of
money, but at a time when you are earning very little it
is a very significant portion of your income. That place
did not have heating. The landlords lived next door,
and they were great people. The engagement over that
six-and-a-half years was largely positive, but
everyone’s experiences are different.
Then of course to rent through a real estate agent
provides a different engagement. We were back in
Melbourne in the Ivanhoe electorate, in Graham Road,
and we were dealing with a different engagement with
the obligations and the arrangements that are in place
around payments and bonds and getting repairs dealt
with and done effectively.
Then for seven years we were renting in Goodenough
Court in Heidelberg West. It was a fantastic place to
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live. There were great public housing neighbours who
kept an eye on everybody and everything. It was a
community that made you feel welcome and people
looked out for each other, which I think was very
significant in its difference from places that we had
rented previously.
These are experiences that can be very positive for
people. If you have your wits about you, if you have
some other capacities and resources, you can stand your
ground a bit when things are difficult in relation to
repairs or things are difficult in relation to payments or
things are difficult in relation to the engagement that
you have with either the landlord or the agents who act
on their behalf.
We now live in a community that is very expensive, in
the electorate of Ivanhoe. It provides great services. It is
close to the city, it has a train line running through the
middle of it and there are great services and parklands.
There are significant freeways and arterial roads that
you can get around on. It is a place where people want
to live, and that means it is very expensive to live there.
That provides great opportunities for those who are
already there in the community where we live, but it
provides challenges for the next generation of people.
In Rosanna families want to see their kids study and
live locally, and they want them to maintain those
connections in the community where they have grown
up. That can be a real struggle because of the expense
that is now required to rent properties in an electorate
like Ivanhoe.
Part of the work the government has done for first
home buyers as well — some of those policy areas that
we have dealt with — are also reflected in the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill. The
government has sought to introduce initiatives to
provide better opportunities for those trying to get their
foot in the door and make a start in life. If you can have
a good experience and not be ripped off as a tenant —
whether that is because of the way in which your
utilities are dealt with or because of water services that
are not metered individually to take account of how you
pay your bills — all those sorts of experiences are
important because people in a rental market are often
also trying to save where they can to own a place of
their own.
As a Banyule city councillor I found that housing
variety was really important, as I have in more recent
times working with the Minister for Planning. Having
planning schemes in Victoria, and certainly in
metropolitan Melbourne, that promote different types of
housing dwellings is critical to giving opportunities not
only to those who want to own their own dwelling —
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whether it is an apartment, a unit, a flat or a house —
but also to those in the rental market so that there is a
greater variety of places that they can choose to rent at
different cost points. It is okay in some parts of
Heidelberg and some parts of traditional Ivanhoe,
where there might be the units and flats from the 1940s
and 1950s and the opportunities and challenges that
they provide to tenants. But it is critical that we provide
housing for people in the community who are young,
the new generations in the community who want to live
in the Ivanhoe electorate. They need housing choice,
and that comes from our planning schemes, which
provide opportunities for different housing types,
whether they be dual occupancies or whether they be
units or flats or other housing.
We need to provide people with opportunity and choice
around where they rent and what they rent at different
price points. That is also critical for those who have
made a big contribution to the community and want to
stay in the area where they have grown up and raised a
family but cannot find a smaller housing type to do that.
Often they may choose to invest the money from the
property that they have sold, and then they want to
downsize and rent to have more financial capacity to
live their lives into the future.
So there is a range of different challenges that I believe
we need to deal with in relation to the Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill and some of the key points
that people have raised in terms of those specific
initiatives that give greater rights and security to
tenants. I will not elaborate too much on some of those.
The point I want to add that I think is a challenge in our
community and in our electorates that are close to
Melbourne — they are not outer suburban; they are
inner suburban electorates — is that the cost to live
there is very significant. People have made a
contribution there. They want to keep their families
together and provide their children with the opportunity
to live where they have been raised, and the challenges
there are quite difficult because of a lack of some
housing types. We are seeking to address that, and that
will provide opportunities for landlords to invest in
properties that provide different choices to those who
seek a home. There is also some work we are doing
around the renewal of housing types in public housing
in West Heidelberg.
It is also critically important to make sure, whether it is
public housing or community housing, that aspects of
the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill will also
apply to and work with social housing providers,
because we know that of course the tenants there have
different rights applying to them from those applying to
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public housing tenants of the government per se. These
are some of the other challenges we need to make sure
we address when we are providing housing types. The
government, as one of the biggest landlords in the state,
has an obligation not only through the public housing it
provides but also through the social housing it seeks to
provide to the community to bear this in mind when
applying the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (12:57) — I rise to make a
very brief contribution on the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2018. The bill is a culmination of the
government’s proposed fair rent reforms, which were
first touted during the by-election of November 2017,
as announced by the Premier. That has caused some
concern and uncertainty in the sector, as many
mum-and-dad investors feared their property rights
would be severely eroded. The initial reforms were 14
and have now grown to 130. The proposed
amendments go a great way to securing the rights of
tenants but also do cause some erosion of property
owner rights, and a number of the provisions that are
proposed will undoubtedly shift the balance of power
clearly into the realm of the tenant to the detriment of
the property owner. While some of the provisions seem
reasonable and fair, a great many of them will have
some negative effect on the property owner and will in
turn have consequential effects on the rental market and
the availability of housing for rent. It is this that I do
want to talk about.
Currently in Mildura the real estate agents tell me that
there are zero houses for rent and that in fact there are
waiting lists, so the last thing we really need to do when
we are changing the residential tenancies arrangements
is in any way affect those people who supply rental
accommodation to the market. That is the concern from
the real estate agents in Mildura — that right now they
do not need any interruption to market supply or any
hesitation from investors to create a pool of housing for
renters. Even people who have been transferred into
jobs in Mildura — a couple of them have been to my
office — are somewhat amazed that there are zero
rental opportunities for them regardless of what their
social or economic standing is.
This bill is making some serious changes to the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 and the lives of many
Victorians. It is important to look at this with a great
deal of care because of the impact it has, particularly in
a market like Mildura. Perhaps if our economy does
cool a little in the next 12 months, that market may
ease, but right now there is a critical shortage of rental
accommodation, and there are very many concerns that
this bill will further increase those difficulties in finding
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somewhere to rent in Mildura. With those words, I
think we are just about due for lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.01 p.m.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) (14:01) — I notice that the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation is departing the chamber, but I just want to
add to the chorus of speakers on this side who have
been singing her praises for this fantastic bill, on which
she has put in so much, and also for the extent of the
consultation. It is just incredible. In that regard, I am
very, very delighted to rise today to speak on the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018.
More than one in four Victorians rent their home, a
number that is increasing as it becomes more difficult
for many Victorians to break into the housing market.
In my electorate, for example, there are more than
6000 renters in Clayton and Clayton South alone. There
are another 2500-plus in Springvale and around 1000
living in the Clarinda-Oakleigh South area. All of the
renters in my electorate and across the state need and
deserve better protection, and that is what this bill is all
about. This bill also delivers on the Andrews Labor
government’s commitment to fairer, safer housing for
Victorians who rent. This government is all about
fairness, and I am delighted to see the more than
130 reforms that will strengthen renters’ rights and
better protect vulnerable tenants.
The Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill is based on
a long and comprehensive review of the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997, the RTA. The review
comprehensively examined how well Victoria’s rental
laws work in the modern rental market and how to
balance the rights and responsibilities of tenants and
landlords. The review has been a critical part of the
government’s broader Fairer Safer Housing work
program, and we can see here some of the resulting
amendments, amendments that are appropriate to meet
the needs and expectations of tenants and landlords
now and into the future.
As the minister has mentioned, this is a significant
opportunity. These regulatory settings have been in
place since 1997; however, the rental market has
changed significantly over the last 20 years. Growing
numbers of Australians are delaying purchasing a home
and are renting for longer, so these amendments are
very timely. These reforms will ensure every rental
home meets basic standards, with a functioning toilet,
functioning stove, heating and locks. It will also require
landlords to meet basic safety standards for gas,
electricity and smoke alarms and provide adequate hot
and cold water connections in the kitchen, bathroom

Thursday, 23 August 2018

and laundry, as well as external windows that have
functioning locks to secure against break-ins. These are
basic yet critical requirements, which will ensure safety,
comfort and privacy for all Victorians.
We are talking about 130 reforms here. That is a very
significant number. The list of reforms includes
changes to bolster security of tenure by ending no-fault
evictions; providing for the early release of bonds with
the consent of both parties and enabling automatic
bond repayments; providing for faster reimbursement
where tenants have paid for urgent repairs; requiring
mandatory precontractual disclosure of material facts,
such as an intention to sell the rental property or the
known presence of asbestos; and prohibiting
misleading or deceptive conduct inducing a person into
renting a property.
That last one is particularly relevant to many of my
constituents from culturally diverse backgrounds.
Reports of misleading conduct to induce international
students, working migrants and those whose first
language is one other than English are unfortunately not
uncommon. So I look forward to seeing that provision
in force and look forward to the work that some of the
culturally and linguistically diverse organisations in my
electorate might be able to do with the tenancy
assistance and advocacy program.
Improving conditions and security for renters has been
a real priority for this government. Back in October
2017 the rental fairness package was announced to give
tenants more rights, to help them stay on longer leases,
to make bonds smaller and fairer and to crack down on
dodgy landlords. And we are continuing that here
today. This legislation will also crack down on rental
bidding, limit rent increases to once a year and cap
bonds at four weeks rent.
To make it quicker for renters to get their bond back,
tenants will be able to apply for the release of bonds
without written consent from their landlord, who will
have 14 days to raise a dispute before it is repaid
automatically. Further to this, something that I am
particularly happy to see is that people will be able to
terminate rental agreements in situations of family
violence. Family violence is a serious issue for some of
our diverse communities. Some of the multicultural
community organisations in my electorate have
experienced considerable increases in cases of family
violence during the last couple of years. This is
particularly concerning, given the barriers that
culturally and linguistically diverse communities often
face in seeking support in this area. However, I am also
proud to see some of the work that is being proposed to
combat this. There are some really fantastic initiatives
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and partnerships that are starting to take shape,
and I look forward to following and supporting
these initiatives.
During the last sitting week I was very happy to see the
Prevention of Family Violence Bill 2018 up for debate.
That is a fantastic bill that will drive part of the
implementation of Victoria’s Free from Violence
primary prevention strategy and action plan, as well as
implementing the recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, and we are building
on that here today. Importantly this bill implements
each component of recommendation 116 of the royal
commission to better protect and support family
violence victims living in residential rental housing.
Consideration of family violence has also been
interwoven with relevant provisions of the act to avoid
further victimisation of vulnerable renters while
ensuring continuity of housing. That is very positive.
The main focus of the bill is of course on improving
protections for vulnerable renters and greater security of
tenure. However, there are also provisions which clarify
renters’ responsibilities. These include provisions
around serious threats to rental providers, their agents,
contractors or employees, as well as existing
termination grounds and repeated non-payments.
Regarding non-payment, tenants who receive four
notices to vacate for being 14 days or more in arrears in
any 12-month period risk being evicted the next time
they receive another notice to vacate, unless they can
pay the arrears, satisfy the terms of a payment plan or
demonstrate that it would not otherwise be reasonable
or proportionate to end the rental relationship. So there
is also greater clarity here.
As the minister has mentioned, the bill is the first step
towards the government’s broader vision for the RTA. I
look forward to next year and to further reforms to
dispute resolution for residential tenancy matters. So,
again, this legislation is delivering on the government’s
commitment to fairer, safer housing for all Victorians. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (14:11) — About
half of the 1.5 million renters in Victoria do not think
they are going to be able to buy a home. This is an
incredible time that we are in, and this is also
significant because of stagnant wages growth. This bill
is important on a range of different levels. It has more
than 100 different reforms, and it is also a
once-in-a-generation opportunity to revisit some of the
regulatory settings put in place in 1997 and to ensure
that the needs of participants in today’s modern rental
housing market are addressed.
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One of the key principles that was involved in drafting
this bill was that it would deliver on the Andrews Labor
government’s commitment to ensure Victorians who
rent have access to fairer, safer housing. The bill
therefore is regarded by many as a watershed in
Victoria’s regulation of the residential rental market. It
implements, as I said, a package of more than
130 reforms to ensure that the Residential Tenancies
Act 1997 meets the existing needs of residential rental
market participants while remaining adaptable to future
change. Just going to another of the key propositions,
the reforms are framed around the reality of a growing
population of Victorians. The way I have described it is
that Melbourne is becoming a metropolis, and how we
address affordable housing is really important. There
are an increasing number of Victorians who feel priced
out of the housing ownership market and are therefore
likely to rent for longer periods of time. The
consequence of this is a need to rebalance the market
through additional protections for a highly diverse
population of renters.
A number of the reforms were part of the Andrews
Labor government’s Rent Fair campaign in October
2017. There is a whole host of different key
propositions from allowing animals to be kept in rental
premises to allowing renters to make prescribed minor
modifications to a rental property, bolstering security of
tenure by ending no-fault evictions and by removing
the no specified reason notice to vacate and restricting
the use of end of fixed-term notices to vacate to the end
of an initial fixed-term agreement. What I am saying
there is that some are about the human factor or about
minor issues of comfort and then others are more about
specific rights.
The bill also establishes a non-compliance register for
blacklisting residential rental providers and agents who
fail to meet their obligations; so there is a compliance
factor involved there as well. It provides for the early
release of bonds with the consent of both parties to the
tenancy agreement. It restricts solicitation of rental bids
by residential rental providers and agents, and provides
for yearly instead of six-monthly rent increases. It also
provides for faster reimbursement where tenants have
paid for urgent repairs, and it increases the number of
properties to which a statutory maximum cap of four
weeks for bond and rent in advance applies.
Then there is another set of reforms in the bill that
address enabling automatic bond repayments, which
will be available to a renter within 14 days where the
parties are not in dispute over the apportionment of the
bond. It requires mandatory precontractual disclosure of
material facts, such as an intention to sell the rental
property. I know that has been problematic for a
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number of people that have brought this issue to me as
an MP. They were not aware that this was a
consequence; they made the move, and then they had to
move out within a short period of time with all the
disruption that that can cause to families. One of the
other issues addressed by this legislation is the known
presence of asbestos — obviously a critical health
issue. It will also prohibit misleading or deceptive
conduct inducing a person into renting a property.
That is the way that these reforms are aiming to get a
fairer deal, and the protections are rounded out with
other important changes aimed at improving the state of
rented premises and ensuring that renters have a safe
and sustainable living environment. Part of these
reforms relates to mandatory condition reporting to
ensure the state of rental premises is accurately
recorded at the beginning and at the end of a rental
relationship — so this is better scrutiny and better
accountability — mandatory safety-related obligations,
notably electrical and gas appliance servicing every two
years and compliance with smoke alarm and pool fence
regulation; that is about safety. I addressed this issue
with another piece of legislation yesterday about how
the government is trying to enhance safety particularly
around pools. We know the consequences involved;
within the blink of an eye a pool can cause the death of
a child. So that is important. The bill provides for the
power to prescribe in regulation minimum standards for
residential rental properties as well. This goes to what
people’s minimum expectations should be and how
they should be met. Such standards would be
prescribed, and they include critical requirements
that — put it this way — no reasonable person could
object to.
There is a whole range and I will not go through the
fine detail of that, but I think that is the balance that the
government is trying to find here: to set the minimum
and allow the parties to have an agreement on that, get
rid of any false advertising or deceptive behaviour, give
greater scrutiny, accountability and then compliance.
These powers describe minimum standards. They have
been designed to have a degree of flexibility so that
they can be incorporated and imposed in other
Victorian legislation. Some of these items include
energy and water efficiency requirements, and
obviously with the cost of living being such an
important issue to households and families, that could
give them greater surety on how that is done. Also, with
the rapid change that we have in the energy and water
markets, that could hopefully provide a cut to the cost
of living.
A failure to comply with the standards will trigger a
variety of responses including a fine, urgent repairs to
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the premises or termination of the parties’
agreement before a renter has even moved in. The
proposition there is that this is really making sure that
there is a compliance regime and that the standards will
be upheld.
Importantly the bill implements each component of
recommendation 116 of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence to better protect and support family
violence victims living in residential rental housing.
Consideration of any family violence has also been
interwoven with relevant provisions of the act to avoid
further victimisation of vulnerable renters while
ensuring continuity of housing.
Just on that point, I want to use this occasion to
acknowledge that today is the first anniversary of the
death of the former member for Northcote, Fiona
Richardson. I want to acknowledge how her work was
so significant in this area, and what this will mean to
provide greater safety for families and for women who
are victimised by family violence, to give them and
their families greater opportunities in life. I would like
to commend the bill to the house, but also to end on that
point about the people who actually drive reform and
drive a better, fairer deal for people and what that takes
over a long period of time. I think this is another piece
of legislation that has come partly as a consequence of
the dedicated work over a long period of time by a
member of Parliament whose legacy will last for
generations. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (14:20) — I rise today to
speak on the Residential Tenancies Amendment
Bill 2018 and I am very, very pleased to see that this
bill has come before this house before the end of this
term of Parliament. I was not sure if we would get there
in the end but we have, which is great. The
commitment was made, I think, some time ago during
the Northcote by-election, so I am glad to see that this
bill has been brought before this Parliament before the
end of its term. Hopefully, should it pass this house, it
will pass through the other place as well, but I know
they have got a big backlog of bills to get through.
The reason I want to speak on this bill is that it is
important to many people within the Prahran electorate.
This bill will have a positive impact on renters in the
Prahran electorate. I know that 60 per cent of people in
the Prahran electorate are living in rental
accommodation. I think that is the highest proportion of
any electorate in the state. Improving the rights of
renters is absolutely critical to keeping Prahran livable.
The reality is that long-term renting and renting for life
are a reality these days, notwithstanding that renting is
always going to be an important part of someone’s life
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before they own their own home, which of course
because of poor housing affordability is more and more
out of reach.
I have heard from renters in Prahran about some of the
problems that they face: high rates of rent and
struggling to pay rents, concerns about security of
tenancy, the low quality of people’s rental units, delays
and poor responses from landlords when repairs are
requested, and struggling to find properties to rent
because of a pet. These are significant but common
issues across renting in the Prahran electorate.
One of the reasons I want to speak as well is to really
draw a contrast, because what we have been hearing
from the Liberal Party is that they do not support this
legislation. From what I have heard from previous
speakers they have called this legislation ‘a disgrace, a
dog’s breakfast’. They have cited ordinary people and
said this will disadvantage ordinary people, yet they are
forgetting all those people that are renting and how it
would advantage them.
By sheer coincidence, I happened to be looking on
Reddit yesterday — the Melbourne subreddit — and
what had made it to the top of the list was a Liberal
Party flyer that had circulated in the Prahran electorate.
I remind members that that is not a good thing for the
Liberal Party. It was a piece of material with a list of
things saying what the Liberal Party would do. It was
rightly described within that subreddit as feeble, generic
and non-committal. It was just a vague list of
unspecified and generalised things that they would
somehow magically do. This party has said, ‘Look, you
can only achieve things if you’re in government’, yet
when it comes to putting out material, theirs has empty
motherhood statements.
I would contrast that — and if people are still
wondering from that piece of material what the Liberal
Party stands for — with what is happening right here in
this house. We have got a bill that is so important to the
lives of many people within the Prahran electorate and
we have got the Liberal Party here opposing it, wanting
to block it, wanting to delay it, calling it a disgrace and
calling it a dog’s breakfast. We have got the Greens in
here who have campaigned for rental reform, who are
supporting this bill and who will continue to fight for
rental reform. That is the big difference here. When the
rubber hits the road, we are standing on the side of
renters. We are standing on the side of all those people
in the Prahran electorate who need and want better
rights for renters. When we have got a bill that will go
to fixing housing, a bill that changes the law in favour
of those who do not own a home instead of those who
own multiple homes, we are standing on the side of
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those who do not own a home, for the better rights of
renters, and the Liberal Party are trying to delay, block
and stop this bill. That is the big difference here. I have
heard from people in Prahran about the issues they face
with renting, and I am really proud to support this bill
and to continue to fight for better rights for renters.
Just securing a rental place can be difficult in itself. We
have got people facing systems of rental bidding. We
have got dwellings that simply do not meet the
standards that people would necessarily expect. I
welcome the changes that this bill introduces and the
minimum standards that it sets to introduce. I welcome
preventing residential rental providers from refusing a
pet without seeking an order from VCAT. We have got
tenants funds used for urgent repairs to be recouped
quicker and faster through a system of reimbursement.
We have got quicker access to bond payments. We have
got rental increases capped at once a year, which will
provide some stability. That is obviously not a cap on
the cost or the increase, just the frequency, but it helps.
We certainly welcome the change to the no-fault or no
specified reason eviction, which will provide more
stability for renters. Ending no-grounds evictions has
been something that the Greens have been calling for
for almost a decade now. In fact I believe Greg Barber
of the other place previously moved a bill to remove
that, which was voted down by the other parties.
These are good changes. They will benefit renters in
Prahran, and I am really proud to support them, but
there is more to do. As the member for Northcote
would have suggested, there need to be further
standards for energy efficiency such as insulation and
efficient light fixtures, hot water systems, heating and
more. This would save people money and of course be
environmentally friendly. Again, we introduced a
private members bill just after the member for
Northcote was elected, but that bill was voted down in
this place. We have called for an annual cap on rent
increases of 2.5 per cent, in line with the national cash
rate. Housing affordability has got to the point where
the state does need to intervene and cap rent increases.
It is clear that the housing market is broken. This bill
goes a long way to address rights for renters. There is
more to do, and we are going to keep fighting for those
changes. We also need to do things to improve housing
affordability, like abolishing negative gearing and those
unfair tax breaks and addressing the homelessness crisis
with massive investment in public housing to fix those
massive housing waiting lists and to prevent
homelessness. So I certainly support this legislation.
The Liberal Party seem determined to block, oppose
and stop this legislation. That is a disgrace. So many
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people in Prahran are going to be better off with this
bill. I support it.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (14:28) — I am very
pleased to have the opportunity to contribute to the
debate on the Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill
2018. This government stands for fairness. We stand
for equality, and we stand for giving every Victorian
the best possible chance in life as they move through
society. We on this side of the house know that what is
required for people to have that opportunity in life —
the best opportunity — is a high-quality education,
affordable health care, world-class public transport and
of course the core of this bill, and that is a roof over
their head.
A person’s home is very much reflective of their life.
A person’s home, where they live, impacts how they
live, their health, their wellbeing, the health and
wellbeing of their families, the educational
opportunities that are provided to them and of course
their opportunity for a quality life. What we know and
what we understand is that not every person can live in
the biggest house on the street. I sure do not. My place
in Sunbury is certainly not the biggest house in the
street, I have to say, but it is a place that I am very
proud of and a place that I am very proud to call home.
It is safe, it is warm and —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr J. BULL — It is. It is my castle. And, as I said,
it is a place that I am very proud of. Every Victorian
should have the right to a safe home — a home free of
danger, a home free of harm and of course a home free
of violence. This in itself is reflective of a society that
is equal, a society that is fair and a society that cares
for each and every Victorian. The Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill is of course the
culmination of a four-year broad-based review of the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997. This is a
once-in-a-generation opportunity to revisit the
regulatory settings that have been in place since 1997
to ensure that they meet the needs of participants in
today’s modern rental housing market.
That is a dynamic market. We have heard this afternoon
a number of members discuss the changing nature of
the market and the various pressures and strains that are
in place on the family budget. What we know and what
other members have spoken about is that there has been
a significant increase in population — more people
wanting to come to this state each and every year, and
140 000 each year over the last couple of years —
Mr Edbrooke — Why wouldn’t you?
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Mr J. BULL — Absolutely, member for Frankston,
why wouldn’t you? But what we need to ensure is that
fairness and equality are at the forefront of not just the
residential tenancy market but each and every piece of
legislation, each and every bill, that comes before the
house. This government must ensure the rights and the
values of those people we represent — each and every
Victorian, whether you live in the city, whether you live
in the suburbs or whether you live in the great parts of
rural and regional Victoria. We must ensure that the bills
that come before this house are underpinned by values
that represent fairness, equality and of course safety.
This bill is a watershed moment in Victoria’s regulation
of the residential tenancy market. There are some
130 reforms that are in place to ensure that the
Residential Tenancy Act meets the existing needs of the
residential rental market participants while remaining
adaptable of course to future change. We know that in
October 2017 the Andrews Labor government
foreshadowed the Rent Fair campaign. This included a
whole suite of reforms around how individuals can live
and have the best opportunities and how those that rent
are given the protections, the safeguards and the quality
of life that each person is rightfully entitled to.
These include a whole range of measures. There are
those that have been mentioned, including allowing
animals to be kept in rented premises; allowing renters
to make prescribed minor modifications to the rental
property; bolstering security of tenure; establishing a
non-compliance register, blacklisting residential rental
providers and agents who fail to meet those obligations;
providing for the early release of bonds, with the
consent of both parties to the tenancy agreement;
restricting the solicitation of rental bids by residential
rental providers and agents; and providing for yearly
instead of six-monthly rent increases. This is really
important stuff.
I had the opportunity yesterday in the house to discuss
the impacts of penalty rate cuts through an inquiry that
was conducted, and I spoke in that contribution about
the ability to pay rent and the ability to pay other costs,
whether they be gas, water, electricity, uniform costs,
school fees or sporting fees. These are core issues to
people’s lives. If this house, if this government, does
not take action to support those who find these bills
tough — and we know there are significant amounts of
Victorians that do — then unfortunately our society is
worse off for it.
The bill goes on to provide for faster reimbursement
where tenants have paid for urgent repairs. There are a
whole series of provisions that work to give protections
and to support renters. We know these provisions are
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rounded out with other important changes aimed at
improving the state of rental premises and ensuring that
renters have a safe and sustainable living environment.
That comes to mandatory condition reporting;
mandatory safety-related obligations, notably electrical
and gas appliance servicing every two years and
compliance with smoke alarm and pool fencing
regulations; and the power to prescribe regulations for
minimum standards for residential rental properties.
Minimum standards that are prescribed, yet critical,
include vermin-proof bins; functioning toilets; adequate
hot water connections in the kitchen, bathroom and
laundry; external windows that have functioning
latches; a functioning cooktop; functioning
single-action deadlocks; functioning heating in the
main living area; and window coverings to ensure
privacy in every room.
We know that if you live in good surrounds, there is the
chance that these things are just taken for granted —
that people can more than often afford repairs, more
than often would not worry about a lack of heating, a
broken-down cooktop or window latch or whatever it
might be in your home. These are really important
items that you are rightfully entitled to that make your
quality of life better. This is why I support the bill. It is
why it is a very important piece of legislation to ensure
that there is a higher standard, a better standard of care
and a better standard of minimum safeguards that
ensure that those who rent have the very best
opportunities to have a minimum set of standards in
place that have not previously existed.
This is certainly a significant and comprehensive piece
of legislation, with those 130 reforms that I mentioned,
to ensure that the government’s Fairer Safer Housing
plan works for each and every Victorian — that it
works for those who come to our state as new arrivals
or those who have been in our state for a very long
time. I am incredibly pleased to support this bill
because it is a bill that stands for fairness, for equity and
for equality, and this government stands to give every
Victorian the very best possible chance at life.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (14:38) — It is great
to follow on from the member for Sunbury’s
contribution. However, it is disappointing to not have
followed on after a member from the other side — a
member of the Liberal Party or anybody in the
coalition — speaking on this bill. It is very
disappointing indeed that so few members of the
coalition have seen the need to speak on this very
significant bill, because this, as the bill is named, is the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018 and
amends the act to address what we know is so
important to ensure that we get that right balance of
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protecting those people who find that they need to rent
their accommodation because they either are not in a
position yet or have not been in a position ever to
purchase a property. We know there are lots of people
out there who are renting, and it is important that any
good government reviews legislation regularly,
especially when it relates to the ongoing lives of people
and the housing they are living in for a period of time.
So it is very disappointing that the coalition — the
Liberals and The Nationals — have chosen not to see
this as an important bill and make significant
contributions.
As we have heard from previous speakers, this bill
reviews the Residential Tenancies Act 1997. When you
are looking at a bill that was established some time ago,
there is clearly a need to see how relevant it is. There
are significant changes that needed to be made. There
are 130 reforms overall, as we heard from the member
for Sunbury, and they attempt to ensure that if
somebody is renting a place, they are dealt with fairly
and can plan their future confidently under that rental
arrangement. Of course, as we can see, the bill is not all
one way. It recognises that tenants do have
responsibilities.
The range of things that are identified in this bill in
some ways seem so basic, so sound and so sensible
that it is a shame that they were not addressed some
time ago. People may know that it was under the
Andrews Labor government that we last year
undertook the Rent Fair campaign where we identified
a range of things that people had been telling us they
wanted to see if they were renters in a property. They
wanted more opportunities to have pets in their rental
property and not just have that possibility blacked out.
They clearly have responsibilities in regard to those
pets, but we want to open up more opportunities for
people to have pets because we know that pets can be
so helpful to individuals, older people, families and so
on. They can be great to have, providing tenants do the
right thing by them.
We wanted to ensure that landlords were made
responsible for doing the right thing. Sadly everybody
in here has probably had occasions when constituents
have come to them to share their concerns about a
tenancy arrangement with their landlord, who is now to
be called a residential rental provider. We are taking
away that old feudal term. We recognise that some
residential rental providers have not done the right
thing in the past and have rented out properties that
have been totally substandard. When things have gone
wrong in the house — a stove, a heater or a hot-water
service has broken down — they have been tardy in
their response to deal with those things. According to
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the proposed changes to the legislation, renters will be
responsible for acting in a more proactive way and
addressing those concerns.
We are also proposing to remove the opportunity for
residential rental providers to push people out of
properties when there is no specified reason. If a
residential rental provider asks tenants to leave a
property, they have to show sound reason for doing so.
Rent cannot be put up on a six-monthly basis, it can
only be put up at best on an annual basis. There are a
number of other sensible things in the legislation. When
I read it I was somewhat shocked to see that the
previous legislation was not more specific in ensuring
that any property that is put up for rent must meet some
basic standards. This bill is now trying to put in place
those basic standards which we would have thought
were obvious, including that a property has to have a
functioning toilet, for example, and adequate hot and
cold water connections to the kitchen, bathroom and
laundry — all those things that most people, including
anybody in here, would expect as basics in our own
homes. We should therefore expect that anybody who
rents a property can expect all of those things to be in
place too.
The bill also looks to ensure that we have mandatory
safety regulation options to ensure that electrical and gas
appliances are serviced regularly and that smoke alarms
are in place and serviced properly, along with pool
fencing and so on if the residential property happens to
have a pool. These are all very sound changes.
I was pleased to hear the member for Prahran speak a
little while ago. It is good to see the Greens speaking on
this bill and recognising its importance. It was a little
bit of a shame that the member for Prahran did not quite
congratulate the Labor government on bringing this bill
forward, but he did recognise it was a good bill that was
worth supporting. I guess it is a good start to have the
Greens recognising that this is a good bill brought
forward by the Labor government — not by them,
despite what they would like to say.
As the Premier regularly says, it is —
Mr Battin — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr HOWARD — I am pleased to continue
speaking on this terrific legislation. I recognise that this
bill contains balance. While the main focus of the bill is
on improving protections for vulnerable renters and
providing greater security of tenure for those renters,
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these reforms also recognise that renters have
responsibilities. We are increasing those.
We will also be working with VCAT over the coming
year to ensure that they can respond quickly and
appropriately to disputes, that we have an effective
dispute-resolution process in place and that both renters
and residential rental providers will be in a position to
follow up on matters of concern.
This is very sound legislation. It will be welcomed, no
doubt, by tenants in the future. It also should be
welcomed by landlords who know that they do the right
thing, and it might give those landlords who do not do
the right thing a message to ensure that they know that
they have to act or else they will be fined. It is clearly
an intention of this bill to ensure that everybody has
good, sound housing in our community.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (14:48) — I am delighted
to rise to speak on the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2018. I start by congratulating the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation and her team on pulling this together. It is a
really important piece of legislation. In my electorate of
Geelong we have got around 6000 private renters living
in our community. On average they pay $350 to $400 a
week. When we talk about private rental, for my
community the changes are quite significant. There are
some people who choose to rent. I would suggest that
that is probably a small percentage of our community.
There are those who rent while they are saving for their
own home, like a lot of people do, but there are those
who rent because they have to and because they have
no other choice.
We have heard about family violence and about many
women who require private rental as a means of
escaping family violence. We also have many
vulnerable people in our community, and it is
particularly difficult for vulnerable people who rely on
the private rental market. Often we have people living
in substandard housing because nobody else would live
in that housing, but because they are desperate to obtain
a private rental they take up whatever property is
available to them.
There are many issues faced by private renters, who are
not necessarily renting because of choice. We know
that housing costs have been a real issue. They have
been for my community. There are the difficulties in
saving for a deposit to buy a home. We have brought
out first home buyer grants and stamp duty reductions
for people in regional areas, such as Geelong. This has
been going gangbusters for my community. But we still

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 23 August 2018

ASSEMBLY

have those people in our community that only have
private rental as a housing option.
We need to rebalance the market through additional
protections for a highly diverse population of renters. A
number of these reforms were foreshadowed as part of
the Andrews Labor government’s Rent Fair campaign
in October 2017, so we have been working on these
amendments and changes to the legislation for quite
some time. Many people have had input. I have
received many emails from constituents in my
electorate saying, ‘Please get this legislation passed.
Please implement it. We’re relying on it in terms of our
own private rental circumstances’.
Allowing animals to be kept in rented premises is I
think a really reasonable part of the legislation. In the
past we know landlords and agents have been selective
in allowing people to have pets. For me, the issue is that
if you are paying for the property, then you are paying
to live in it as you see fit, and that includes having an
animal on the premises. A lot of people, particularly
elderly people, have support animals. We know that
that is a good thing for many, many people, and not just
people with disabilities or mental health issues but
elderly people as well, who will often have support
animals that give them the company they need.
Mr J. Bull — Companion cats.
Ms COUZENS — Yes, companion cats, and
companion dogs or support dogs — all of those things.
They are great for those people in our community. The
bill will allow renters to make prescribed minor
modifications to a rental property, like being able to put
hooks on the walls and things like that. People should
not be prevented from doing that. As I said, people pay
to rent that property. They rent the entire property, so
they should be entitled to make those minor
adjustments to suit their living needs.
Bolstering security of tenure by ending no-fault
evictions by removing the ‘no specified reason’ notice
to vacate is a really important one. It adds to security of
tenure for tenants. We know that often there have been
landlords out there who have given people limited
notice to move on for whatever reason and not
necessarily the right reasons under the act. I know
many of the people in my electorate are very pleased
that they will have a bit more security of tenure and will
be able to remain in their properties and not have to
leave unless there are real reasons for them to have to
leave that property.
With establishing a non-compliance register to blacklist
residential rental providers and agents who fail to meet
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their obligations, it is about time for this. Having
worked in the housing sector for a very long time prior
to coming into politics, often people were homeless
because they were on what was called Tica at the
time — I am not sure whether it is still called that —
and they were blacklisted by agents and landlords and
were not able to get a rental property. More often than
not they were blacklisted for unfair reasons. There was
no reason for them to be blacklisted; it was just that the
agent did not like the fact they took them to VCAT or
they complained about the property because it was
substandard. So I think it is really important that we
provide a fair and equitable system whereby tenants are
not being blacklisted at the whim of a landlord. Now
that tenants can put landlords on a backlist, hopefully
that will change things considerably and will make a
significant difference.
Providing for early releases of bonds with the consent
of both parties to the tenancy agreement is important. It
is tenants’ money, and they may need that to move on,
so I think that is a really important part of the
amendments here today. Restricting the solicitation of
rental bids by residential rental providers and agents
means that the wealthier tenants have been able to
outbid the lower income tenants and those that did not
have the capacity to put in the highest bid. I think this
amendment is a good thing. Fortunately we have not
seen too much of that in Geelong. There is a little bit,
but I think that is a really important factor for tenants in
my electorate as well.
Providing yearly instead of six-monthly rent increases
is an affordability issue. I think it is really important
that we ensure that rent increases are reasonable and
fair. That is not to say that landlords should not be able
to put up the rent, but doing it on an annual basis is
much fairer than putting it up on a six-monthly basis.
Providing for faster reimbursement where tenants have
paid for urgent repairs is another one that I, back in my
housing career, had to deal with fairly regularly. Hot
water services were not working or ovens were not
working — essential equipment in the house — and in
the end the tenants would have to pay, but then trying to
get that money back from the landlord or agent was
particularly difficult.
Increasing the number of properties to which the
statutory minimum cap of four weeks for bond and rent
in advance is a good thing for low-income earners.
Enabling automatic bond repayments should be
happening in today’s world. There are also protections
and other important changes aimed at improving the
state of rented premises, ensuring that renters have a
safe and sustainable living environment. Mandatory
condition reports, mandatory safety-related obligations
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and a power to prescribe in regulation minimum
standards for residential rental properties — all these are
significantly important for constituents in my electorate.
As I said, many are living in substandard housing,
housing that the landlord or agent would not live in
themselves but think is okay for other people to live in
it. Well, it is not, and these amendments will go a long
way to addressing some of those issues. Things like
vermin-proof rubbish bins; a functioning toilet;
adequate hot and cold water connections in the kitchen,
bathroom and laundry; external windows that have
functioning latches to secure against external entry; a
functioning cooktop, oven, sink and food preparation
area; a functioning single-action deadlock on external
entry doors; functioning heating in the property’s main
living area and window coverings for privacy — all of
these are things that most of us would expect living in
our own homes, so why should it be any different for
private rental tenants who are paying rent? I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (14:58) — It is my
pleasure to rise this afternoon and speak about the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018, which I
wholeheartedly support. Just off the bat I would like to
acknowledge that the Greens do support this Labor bill,
and it was great to see the Greens member giving his
very vocal support of it recently. I would like to thank
the minister and her team for all their hard work.
Mr Wynne — Didn’t they force us into this?
Mr EDBROOKE — No, they did not force us into
this. It might say that on Facebook tonight, but they did
not force us into it.
I would like to thank the minister. Obviously a power
of work has taken place to get us to this point, including
the Rent Fair campaign, and her staff as well have done
a great job.
The bill amends the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to
implement a comprehensive set of reforms relating to
residential tenancies, including the modification of
premises, the regulation of pets in rented premises,
compensation, notices to vacate and protections for
renters against unlawful discrimination.
The bill strengthens existing penalties for
non-compliance, including the introduction of a
pecuniary penalties scheme, and contains measures to
implement recommendations of the Royal Commission
into Family Violence most importantly. These measures
include enabling victims of family violence to leave a
tenancy where a co-resident is a perpetrator of that
violence and to reasonably modify a rental property in
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order to improve security as well — things that I know
in my community will be welcomed. The bill also
provides a mechanism for the apportionment of liability
so that victims of family violence are not held liable for
debts attributable to perpetrators of the violence.
It is with some disappointment that I stand here this
afternoon on a bill that speaks to several human
rights — including the right to receive recognition and
equality before the law, the right to privacy and
reputation, the right to freedom of expression, the right
to family, property rights, the right to a fair hearing and
the right not to be punished more than once — and we
see empty coalition benches. I ask you this question:
today, what does the Liberal brand stand for? What
does the coalition brand stand for? I will just leave that
out there, because this is a bill that benefits their
communities — every community in Victoria — and
none of them are here to actually speak on it. People
who are the victims and survivors of family violence
will be the beneficiaries of this bill, and not one person
is here in this chamber on those back benches ready to
speak, and I think it says all we need to know. I would
like to draw a parallel. I would say they are probably all
in their offices wondering who in the hell they back at
the moment, if they have backed the wrong horse, when
they should be in here helping govern for Victoria.
I would like to go on to talk about two distinct parts of
this bill; one involves modifications and the other one
involves pets. So why are we making it easier for
renters to make modifications such as picture hanging
or anchoring down furniture so that it does not injure
small children? It is because the existing requirements
for the residential rental provider approval of property
modifications impact on a renter’s ability to make a
rental property feel more like a home, and that is so
important when you rent a property, whether it is for
12 months, whether it is for four years. In my
community I know people who have been living in the
same rental property, which no doubt is their home and
they have made it their home, for decades. These
requirements are a barrier to ensure that private rental
conditions also, particularly in older housing, are better
suited to supporting people of different needs.
As people are increasingly remaining in the rental
market for longer periods for various reasons, there is
certainly a need to balance the property owner’s
interests with the renter’s flexibility to make restorable
modifications to the house or the unit. This reform
creates a presumption that certain categories of
important modifications are reasonable. We heard the
previous speaker, the member for Geelong, talk about
dodgy landlords and whatnot, and I would just like to
detail a case that came through my office.
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We had one particular individual ring up who was a
victim of family violence in the past and had had to
move from house to house, sadly. She came to us and
said, ‘I think I’ve been blacklisted’. I have to say as a
former renter and someone who has also rented out a
property, I actually thought this was an urban myth. We
see now that it is not. The reason she was told that she
was on the blacklist — of course she was told this off
the books — was that she was suspected of being a sex
worker and undertaking illegal activity in the home. Of
course she was put on this blacklist with no evidence of
illegal activity, with no charges and with no court case;
it was just some rumour that had been told. In actual
fact, having known this person for quite some time now,
I am pretty sure the reason there would have been men
going in and out of the house was actually that her
family members — her male family members — were
making sure that she and her family were looked after.
So I am very glad to hear that we are actually evening
the odds there, and it was with some disdain that I
actually learned that that blacklist was in actual fact real.
Of course you have got to look at the other side of the
scales, and we need to make sure that people who rent
their houses out are not liable for the damage that
renters cause and that, whether a modification is
authorised or unauthorised, any resulting damage will
be covered by the remedies associated with the renter’s
duty to prevent damage to the property, and that
includes that bond, obviously. When we are talking
about large modifications, a suitably qualified person is
going to be needed to do the work. That includes
someone who is registered, licensed or has the relevant
experience to actually do the job. That is also very, very
important. We need to make sure as well that we are
not damaging the landlords in this scheme, but we do
need to make sure that we are evening the odds.
Another issue that was brought up by many members
who spoke previously was pet ownership. We heard
about people who require animals for assistance — that
is, assistance dogs — and cases such as people with
post-traumatic stress disorder who have animals. I
would like to say that in my opinion a home has always
included animals, whether they be cats, dogs or
goldfish, as we have had. We have also had guinea pigs
and rabbits. I have been the bloke who goes down to
the pet shop to find a rabbit that looks the same as the
one that just passed away. They are part of our home.
They are what makes the home, just as much as the
picture on the wall and just as much as the people
sitting in the home.
In the past, as a renter myself, I have seen reasonable
landlords go from a stance of no pets to realising that
there is responsible pet ownership and they have come
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to embrace that. As a former landlord I did that. I rented
out a property through an agent which had a strict no
pets policy. I made the time to actually meet the
potential tenants and said, ‘I haven’t got a problem with
it as long as you clean the place up. It is your home as
long as you are renting it’.
I think that is the basis of the argument for this bill
coming through today, that when you do rent a property
it is not just a hotel room. It is somewhere where you
bring up kids, it is somewhere where you have your
pets, it is somewhere that you make a home. That is
fundamental to most people in our community. It does
not matter what culture you are from around the world
and it does not matter what you call it, most people will
have some kind of home that is their base, that they are
comfortable in and that is secure. I think this bill goes a
long way to ensuring that people actually have that.
In the limited time I have left I would like to just touch
on the Royal Commission into Family Violence aspect
of this bill. Obviously Frankston was over-represented
in the statistics for family violence in the state of
Victoria. Obviously there is a lot going on behind the
scenes and front of office at the moment to ensure that
we are stabilising those statistics and protecting people,
especially vulnerable people. I think this bill goes a
long way to ensuring that people who are trapped in
those relationships can actually get out of them cleanly
and that they are not liable for pecuniary interests that
have been bestowed on them as a party to the leasehold.
I am sure that not many people in my community are
listening to Parliament today, but this will go a long
way and be appreciated a hell of a lot by members of
my community who have been in these situations. They
come to my office, talk about these issues and say how
much of a puzzle it is to get out of them, how much of a
web of legalities there is to make that break from an
abusive partner. It goes without saying that this bill has
my support, and I commend it to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (15:08) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018. It is interesting.
There have often been times since I have been a
member of this Parliament when I have spoken to
people in my community and people have said to me,
‘You know, there’s not much difference between the
major parties. You’re both the same’. In sharing this
anecdote, I do not think I am telling you, Acting
Speaker Williams, or other members something you
have not already heard. If you want to compare and
contrast this government and those opposite, this bill
brings that difference into sharp focus. The battle
between capital and labour is clearly enunciated in a bill
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like this that has been brought to this place and the
opposition of those opposite to this bill.
The fundamental social compact that has existed in
Australia for decades is under serious strain if not under
siege. There was always this deal — and I say this
having grown up, like you, Acting Speaker, as a bogan
from Wantirna — that if you went to work and you
worked hard and you did not blow all your money on
booze at the Burvale or the punt on Saturday, then you
would have a house. It might not be the best house in
the street, it might not be a great house, but you could
get 10 squares of paradise on 700 square metres of land,
20 kilometres from the second largest city in Australia
and you were just fine. That was the deal. That always
was the deal: show up, do your job, work hard, don’t
blow your dough and there is a prize for you at the end
of the line.
Well, that is gone, because what we are seeing are rising
levels of inequality, not just in Melbourne or Victoria or
Australia but right across the OECD. The reality is that
increasing wealth is being concentrated within a smaller
cohort of our society and our community. The OECD in
its recent report titled In it Together: Why Less
Inequality Benefits All talks about this quite specifically.
Looking at the executive summary:
… the richest 10 per cent of the population earn 9.6 times the
income of the poorest 10 per cent. In the 1980s, this ratio
stood at 7:1 rising to 8:1 in the 1990s and 9:1 in the 2000s.

Those of us on this side of the house recognise that that
is a serious problem because not only is it a lag on the
rights and the ability for a child growing up in a poorer
household to achieve their potential; it is actually a lag
on the economy — something which those opposite fail
to grasp or understand. Those opposite fundamentally
do not understand markets, they do not understand the
economy and they do not understand how things work.
Mr D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr PEARSON — I note that the member for
Gippsland South mocks and laughs. I would have
thought, given he has recently graduated in economics,
he would appreciate the fact that when you condemn a
significant cohort of the population to poverty, by its
nature that has a lag on the growth of that economy.
One of the reasons why Australia has traditionally done
better than other OECD nations is because of the
portability of education, the ability for poor smart kids
to get an education and do well. But when you have got
a set of circumstances where people are being locked
out from accessing equity — and the reality is that for
the average worker the easiest way they can access
equity in their working life is through the ownership of
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a home — then that has a deleterious impact upon the
economy and it ensures that people are not able to reach
their potential.
I refer to a paper by Lauren Tyler-Harwood from the
University of Auckland. This is a paper I got from the
website of the Treasury in New Zealand, it refers
specifically to New Zealand:
To what extent do you think policymakers should be
concerned about growing wealth and income inequality here
in New Zealand?

What Ms Tyler-Harwood found — and again she is
referring to OECD research — is:
The rising distance of the poorest 40 per cent from the rest of
society is said to account for …

rising levels of inequality and the adverse impacts that
will have on long-term economic growth.
Disparities in human capital investment explain this, as
high-inequality countries produce larger gaps in education
outcomes, with the poorest 40 per cent being hindered in
accessing quality education. The result is wasted potential and
an economy deprived of potential talent. Wealth inequality in
particular was also found to weaken potential growth. Wealth
concentration can limit investment opportunities, as the low
and middle class have low asset holdings, inhibiting
investment in human capital and other investments.

When you concentrate wealth and exclude people from
being able to participate in the economy, this has a
deleterious impact upon the way in which the economy
can be managed and governed and the way in which the
economy can grow.
I am not suggesting for a moment that as a consequence
of introducing this bill it is going to become the subject
of an OECD piece of research. What I can tell you is
that if you are poor just because of what your parents
do, just because of where your parents live, then a bill
like this is really important, because maybe it might just
give you a bit of stability. Maybe if you have got a
stable home, maybe you might not worry about
supporting your parents, consoling them when they
have to pack up and move. Maybe you can hit the
books, maybe you can finish high school and maybe
you can go to TAFE and get a qualification.
We get this because we understand the economy. We
understand working people. We recognise that those of
us on this side of the house, representing the labour
movement, are on a sacred cause. It is a cause to
advance working people, and we are consistently
opposed by those opposite, by the interests of capital —
by money interests, represented by the Liberal Party —
and by the interests of the landed gentry, represented by
the National Party. The National Party do not care
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about the peasants working in the fields in regional
Victoria. They want to condemn them to poverty,
which is why they are lining up with the interests of the
landed gentry.
This bill is important. It is really important because it
starts to set in stone our ability to ensure that working
people can have a decent existence and a sense of
certainty and security about the way they go about
living their lives. This helps to restore the balance. We
are trying to honour that sacred deal, that sacred social
contract, that existed for decades. It is the right thing to
do and it is the fair thing to do. It is about making sure
that if you do apply yourself and you do work hard,
then for you there is a benefit and there is a reward.
I think that restoring the balance in the interests of
renters, as a bill like this seeks to do, starts to bring the
pendulum back to where it should be. I have been
around long enough to watch public policy debates, and
there is always a swing back and forth between greater
levels of regulation and greater levels of deregulation.
There has always been, to some extent, a healthy
balance, as a general proposition. You want to try and
find that place in the middle which will enable an
economy to grow and create wealth and prosperity for
all of us while, equally, protecting the most vulnerable
in our community from the unfettered forces of extreme
capitalism. That is just what we have to do.
We have all been beneficiaries of globalisation, but the
reality is that some of us have benefited more than
others. I have got no doubt that people who come from
a humble background have benefited from being able to
buy cheap goods off eBay, which once upon a time
would have cost far more, and I understand, for
example, that the cost of food in a relative sense is
probably better now than it was 30 years ago. That is
certainly the case with some manufactured goods. But
that does not compensate if you have got no access to
equity and no home that is yours, despite how hard you
work and how much you put yourself out there each
working day.
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opposite because their sole mission is to stop us. That is
what they are here for. They have come to stop us.
They will not stop us. We have come to rule them. We
have come to rule the interests of capital and the landed
gentry. Bills like this ensure that we will be able to do
that, and we will continue to do so because we are here
to ensure that working people have a decent existence.
We are bringing dignity back to our society and our
economy, and we will continue to fight those
opposite us.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (15:18) — What a
privilege it is to rise to speak after the member for
Essendon, who has made so many important points
here this afternoon.
An honourable member — As he often does.
Ms THOMAS — As he so often does. But let us be
very clear that this bill is an absolute indication of the
very clear philosophical differences between this party,
the Labor Party, the party of government here in
Victoria, and that rabble on the other side. This is a bill
that fulfils one of our commitments in a substantial
package of reforms. This is not an isolated reform. This
bill forms part of our Homes for Victorians package.
This package contains 27 reforms, and I congratulate
the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation, the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing, the Minister for Planning and the Treasurer for
their boldness and their vision in tackling an issue that
those on the other side would have no clue how to
approach, and that is the housing shortage that we face
in this state.

I grew up at a time when my father worked incredibly
hard to build a better life. He always put himself out
there because he knew that there would be a
dividend — not for him, but for me. That was the deal;
he signed up to that. I am the beneficiary of his labour
and his endeavours. But that is not the case now. That is
why a bill like this is so important. Forever we will be
pursuing bills like this. We will be seeking legislation
like this to provide a safety net for working people.

There are a number of reasons that we have a housing
shortage at this time, not least of which is that we are
the most popular state for people to move to from other
states and indeed for migrants to choose as their home.
That is because this is the state that is leading the nation
in economic growth, that has low unemployment and
that is investing in skills, investing in creating jobs and
investing in health care and education. Why wouldn’t
many, many thousands of people want to choose
Victoria as their home? They are doing that, and we
have had the foresight and the policy vision. That is
what we do on this side of the house. We take these
complex public policy problems and we work through
them. We work through them with vision, with
optimism and with boldness. Those on the other side
will sit on their hands. They do not have a policy brain
between them. They will sit there and they will just let
the problems balloon and blossom.

I know that long after I am gone we will continue to be
opposed by the forces of capital and the landed gentry

This bill today is a beautiful example of the very clear
differences between the Labor and Liberal parties and
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what can be achieved when we have Labor
governments here in Victoria. As I said, there are
27 fabulous reforms that are helping people to buy their
own homes, increasing the supply of housing through
faster planning, promoting stability and affordability for
renters, increasing and renewing social housing stock
and improving housing services for Victorians in
need — what a great, comprehensive package.
Like many in this place, I have my own rental horror
stories to share, mostly from my time as a student in the
early 1980s, whether it be a lack of heating, a bung
hot-water system that we could not get fixed, windows
that could not be locked or indeed, in one instance, a
landlord who would appear without any warning in the
backyard, so there was no sense of privacy or control. I
might say too, like many others in this house, that I had
my own fair share of secret cats. I had a cat, I might tell
you, in the inner city, and I needed it as a mouser, such
was the state of some of the accommodation I needed to
live in as a student.
In recent times when I have also rented I have in
particular railed against a requirement to pay for a full
professional clean when vacating the premises when it
was very apparent to me that no such clean had taken
place before I had signed the lease and moved in.
The reforms that are before us today recognise that for
far too long our Residential Tenancies Act 1997 (RTA)
has been written by and for landlords. It has favoured
landlords and has really treated tenants as nothing short
of a nuisance in many ways. For too long tenancy has
been seen as a sort of temporary state that everyone
would be seeking to shift out of as quickly as possible,
but what we do know is that increasingly tenancy is a
long-term option for many, many people. I was in the
chamber yesterday listening to the member for
Bayswater decrying our reforms creating the
opportunity for long-term leases. She was having a shot
at that, and I just thought, ‘Well, here is a person that is
really very out of touch with what is going on in the
real world’. The member for Bayswater demonstrated
yesterday that she, like her colleagues on the other side,
is out of touch with what is going on in the real world.
In my electorate of Macedon there are 3000 families
and individuals who are renting, and they have every
right to turn that rental accommodation into a home.
What I love about the bill that is before the house is that
for the very first time we have rental legislation that
recognises that tenants also have the right to create a
home, to have certainty and security. It may be that they
have been seeking to have a rental agreement in place
for a long time. Tenants, as I said, have for too long
been treated as second-class citizens and treated with
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suspicion and derision by landlords and real estate
agents alike. This bill turns the tables. It puts more
control and power back into the hands of renters. It
treats renters with respect.
While we have got our Homes for Victorians package
and we are doing everything in our power to make
housing more affordable, let us remember that it is the
broken industrial relations laws of the federal Liberal
government — God knows who the Prime Minister is
right now; we do not know — that mean we
increasingly have more and more workers in precarious
employment. They do not know from week to week
how much they will be earning; therefore they cannot
get a home loan. They are restricted from entering the
home ownership market because their income is so
insecure. It is for people who are precariously
employed that I rise to speak today in support of these
significant reforms.
The bill before us implements a package of over
130 reforms to ensure that the Residential Tenancies
Act meets the existing needs of residential rental market
participants while remaining adaptable to future
change. I am very glad to see that the minister
undertook comprehensive consultation from June 2015
to February 2017. This, let us be clear, was an election
commitment that we took to the people of the state, and
the minister responsible, the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, has been
consulting on it for some time.
Key reforms in the bill include: amending the
Residential Tenancies Act to modernise terminology in
respect of landlords, rooming house owners, tenants
and tenancy agreements; amending provisions covering
the termination of a tenancy, including the removal of
the ‘no specified reason’ notice to vacate and restricting
the use of the ‘end of fixed-term notice’ to vacate;
prohibiting false, misleading or deceptive
representations and misleading and deceptive
inducements to enter tenancy agreements by landlords
or agents about rental premises; amending provisions
relating to modifications, bonds and the payment of
rent; providing for new tailored fixed-term rooming
house agreements; providing for the establishment of a
landlord and agent blacklist; providing tenants with
protections against unlawful discrimination consistent
with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010; providing for the
circumstances under which a tenant is permitted to keep
a pet at rented premises; introducing rental minimum
standards and safety-related maintenance for rental
properties; providing compensation for the closure of
part 4 caravan parks and part 4A residential parks;
strengthening existing penalties for non-compliance,
including the introduction of a civil penalty regime for
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certain offences under the Residential Tenancies Act;
and making consequential amendments to the RTA and
various other acts.

restricting solicitation of rental bids by residential rental
providers and agents;
providing for yearly, instead of six-monthly, rent increases;

This is, as I said, a very significant reform. I am very
proud to be a member of this place serving in the
Andrews Labor government, a government that is bold
in its vision and stands firmly on the side of the renters,
who for too long have had insecure housing, have been
treated very poorly by some unscrupulous landlords and
have not had anywhere to turn. Can you believe that this
bill for the first time introduces minimum standards for
rental properties, including heating? I have got to tell
you, if you are renting a property anywhere in Macedon,
good heating is an absolute essential.

providing for faster reimbursement where tenants have paid
for urgent repairs;

This is an excellent bill. I commend the minister for
bringing it to the house. It is one that all of us in the
Andrews government can be very proud of.

prohibiting misleading or deceptive conduct inducing a
person into renting a property …

Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (15:28) — I am very
pleased to rise and add my contribution to the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018. This bill
delivers on the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to ensure Victorians who rent have access
to fairer, safer housing. As someone who rented for
many years, both as a young person and as a single
parent, I am particularly thrilled this bill addresses what
I experienced to be an inherent power imbalance
between the landlord and the tenant. Not only will this
bill change the language of this relationship — from
‘landlord’ and ‘tenant’ to ‘residential rental provider’
and ‘renter’ — but it makes the systemic changes that
will readjust this relationship whereby renters are not
severely disadvantaged by the power imbalance, but
nor does it shift to disadvantage rental providers.
A number of the reforms were foreshadowed as part of
the Andrews Labor government’s Rent Fair campaign
in 2017, and these include, and I will just go through
the list:
allowing animals to be kept in rented premises;
allowing renters to make prescribed minor modifications to a
rental property;
bolstering security of tenure by ending ‘no fault’ evictions by
removing the ‘no specified reason’ notice to vacate and
restricting the use of ‘end of the fixed-term’ notices to vacate
to the end of the initial fixed-term agreement;
establishing a non-compliance register ‘blacklisting’
residential rental providers and agents who fail to meet their
obligations;
providing for the early release of bonds with the consent of
both parties to the tenancy agreement;
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increasing the number of properties to which the statutory
maximum cap of four weeks for bond and rent in advance
applies;
enabling automatic bond repayments, which will be available
to a renter within 14 days where the parties are not in dispute
over the apportionment of a bond;
requiring mandatory pre-contractual disclosure of material
facts such as an intention to sell the rental property or the
known presence of asbestos; and

all fantastic initiatives.
The protections are complemented by other important
changes aimed at improving the state of rented
premises and ensuring that renters have a safe and
sustainable living in that property. These include:
mandatory condition reporting to ensure the state of rented
premises is accurately recorded at the beginning and end of
rental relationships;
mandatory safety-related obligations, notably electrical and
gas appliance servicing every two years, and compliance with
smoke alarm and pool fence regulations; and
the power to prescribe in regulations minimum standards for
residential rental properties.

It is also really important that this bill prescribes
minimum standards for rental premises, which include
a vermin-proof rubbish bin; a functioning toilet;
adequate hot and cold water connections in the kitchen,
bathroom and laundry; external windows that have
functioning latches to secure against external entry; a
functioning cooktop, oven, sink and food preparation
area; a functioning single action deadlock on external
entry doors; functioning heating in the property’s main
living area; and window coverings to ensure privacy in
any room the owner knows is likely to be a bedroom or
a main living area.
These all sound like really reasonable, common-sense
requirements that all rental properties would have
anyway. However, that is not the case. Let me share an
experience I had not long after I became a single parent.
I went looking for somewhere to rent. Like many in that
situation, I needed somewhere quickly and I needed
somewhere cheap. The image of the place that I was
first taken to look at by an agent is still burned in my
memory. Quite frankly, it would have made the
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pre-Block Gatwick Private Hotel look fancy. This was
the dive of all dives. The floor was on an angle — you
could visibly see that. The two bedrooms were each the
width of a single bed. There was what I hoped was
vomit on the walls. The bathroom and toilet had no
door and the fixtures were stained. The kitchen, or
rather the 1 metre bench, had no doors on the cupboard
below and the portable electric oven was on the bench
next to the sink. There were no cupboards or
wardrobes, no laundry facilities, no heating or cooling
and no lounge or living area, just a two-seater table in
the so-called kitchen. There was certainly no deadlock.
I did not check but I am pretty confident that there were
no smoke alarms fitted.
Fortunately I was in a position where I could turn down
that property, but I went home and I was infuriated.
Although I was able to say no and find somewhere else,
someone would have been in a position where their
circumstances meant they did not have the option to say
no, so they would have been living in this horrendous
place and someone would have been making money
from that tenant’s absolute desperation. What is worse is
that there were five units in that block, so not only was
one group going to be living in what was absolutely
substandard conditions, but there were four other
properties, and no doubt the people living in those units
were equally in incredibly disadvantaged situations.
I also want to talk a little bit more about the provision
that allows for animals to be kept on premises and tie
this in with what is often seen as a power imbalance
between renters and rental providers based on my
experience. I really do want to commend the provision
in the bill that allows for pets. As someone who has
many pets and sees the value in these family members,
I am thrilled about this reform. But I am also thrilled
because it is another factor that can rebalance that
relationship between renter and rental provider. I recall
another property that I rented. Underneath that property
was a garage and room that the owner of the property
used for storing their own goods, and that was fine. I
had no problem with that. Otherwise it was a very good
property in a great location.
After the agreements were entered into, I asked the real
estate agent if I could please get a cat. That was agreed
to by the owner and everything was good — except not
long down the track, rather than the owner giving
notice of when he was going to come and access his
goods at the property, he just started coming whenever
he wanted to. There was no notice given; he would just
turn up, say hi and wander around, with zero privacy
for me. When I approached him, saying, ‘I didn’t get
notice that you were coming today’, he said, ‘That’s
okay. We’ve got a little bit more of a flexible
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relationship now because I let you have the cat’. I am
not suggesting that his behaviour to me was intended in
any way to be untoward, but he felt that was allowed
because in that power relationship he could do what he
wanted, and he had done me a favour.
It is for that reason that I do think it is really important
to have these provisions locked down. Rightly or
wrongly, I did not feel I had the power in that
relationship to go to the agent and insist upon the terms
of the agreement being enforced. I was not in a position
where I could up and move on and choose to be
somewhere else. What I am sure about though, because
I have heard similar concerns from other people, is that
I am not the only person who felt that the power
relationship between tenant and landlord was such that
you probably let them get away with things which were
not necessarily to the strict letter of the agreement. Yes,
they might wander past, they might want to do things
around the property that are not necessarily in the
agreement, but as the tenant you do not feel that you
have the power to say no.
As I previously mentioned, the great value I see in this
bill is that it does provide a readjustment where that
power balance is shifted, and it provides security to
renters. It does not, in my opinion, go so far as to
provide rights to the renter to the detriment of the rental
provider. That is a claim that is made by those who
enjoy the current superior landlord and inferior tenant
relationship. I am pleased that the bill implements each
component of recommendation 116 of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. It is fantastic that
has been included and it has also been interwoven with
other provisions throughout the bill, which avoid
further victimisation of vulnerable renters while
ensuring the continuity of housing.
As I said before, I do not believe that this bill is
one-sided. It addresses the current imbalance in the
relationship between renters and rental providers. The
bill provides security. It provides financial equity. It
addresses the previously discriminatory actions that we
have seen occur. It allows those who are renting to
enjoy their premises as a home. There has been
extensive consultation in the preparation of this bill. I
thank the minister for her work and I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (15:38) — It is a
pleasure to rise to speak on the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2018 and follow speakers who have
outlined exactly why this bill is yet another example of
the values of the Andrews Labor government and the
work we do in our communities to support vulnerable
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people and their families to get ahead and for fairness in
their local communities.
This bill is four years in the making. It started under the
previous Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation, the member for Brunswick, and has
carried through to the current minister and member for
Kororoit. They both have done an extraordinary
amount of work to get to this point in time, with some
130 recommendations and some substantial reforms
across a range of different areas.
The bill was some 21 years in the making. The current
act is dated 1997, and a lot has changed in that time.
Australia’s population was 18.5 million; we are now at
25 million. Victoria is the fastest growing state with
25 per cent of the population. To be fair, 1997 was a
simpler time in Victoria, particularly for the
Liberal-Nationals coalition. It was a time when John
Howard was Prime Minister. It was a time when Jeff
Kennett was in his second term. It was an easier time
for Victorian Liberals. Wouldn’t they like to go back to
1997? Wouldn’t they like to go back and rewind to that
time where they had a little bit of stability? They did
not have the questions of who, what, how when it
comes to the Prime Minister or Premier, or opposition
leader for that matter. It was a simpler time in 1997.
But a lot has changed to get to this point of reform, and
while we are still finding out who might be Prime
Minister this afternoon. Who knows? I am sure the
member for Bulleen and the member for Malvern are
eagerly awaiting, given one of them will contest this
Victorian election in the next 13 weeks. And we will
see whether they support these reforms, either the
member for Malvern or the member for Bulleen. The
member for Kew rates himself as well as a contender or
a sneaky chance. I think the member for Kew was listed
a little while ago as talking about the difficulty of home
ownership. He owns the chair. He is not quite on the
front bench yet, but he gives it a fair shake and a fair
go. I think he said that he is still renting because he
cannot buy into his area. But who knows who will be
the leader in 13 weeks to come.
This bill is very significant. It comes after four years of
work to get to this point and 21 years since the act was
implemented. There are a few key things that I want to
focus on, particularly recommendation 93 of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, which deals with
supporting people who are experiencing family
violence. One year since the sad passing of the former
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence, Fiona
Richardson, it was a key part of recommendation 116 to
ensure that people who are subjected to family violence
are not then further burdened and their trauma, grief
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and suffering compounded by having archaic rental
laws prevent them from seeking assistance, being able
to break a lease or being able to move on with their
lives. That is an important reform and recommendation.
You can see in the different types of bills that we are
bringing forward that there is a lot of
whole-of-government stuff going on in the prevention
of family violence space that touches a number of
different portfolios and areas, and this is another
substantial part of that and ensuring that we are
supporting families who are fleeing family violence.
I am the youngest member of the government, and I
have never had any home ownership. That is a
generational thing that confronts my generation and my
community. One in three people in my area rents, and
that power and equity that the member for Essendon
eloquently went through are things that we really need
to deal with, because my generation does not have
those options. In my area the median house price in,
say, Chelsea is now $1 million. The median income in
my electorate is around about $80 000 a year; it is
substantial pressure. Unless you are trying to purchase
one of the apartments that are going up in my local
community, it is very difficult to realise the Australian
dream of home ownership.
These reforms are very critical given the amount of
people who will be renting, and that will only expand
into the future. This bill is squaring the ledger. It is not
to go after landlords, who are now listed in this bill as
rental providers; it is to acknowledge their important
role in the supply to the market. But we see some of
those stories — some that I have experienced and some
that others in my community have experienced — and
significant challenges that are only enhanced and
brought out by some of the changes in this bill.
This includes things like the changes around rents and
bonds, and I think that is some really important work
that has been undertaken, particularly the requirement
to not restrict the return of bond when someone is
moving on. People, sadly, live pay cheque to pay
cheque; that is the struggle that people face. Cost of
living is a substantial issue. If you are moving house
and trying to list yourself with a new rental or even
realise the dream of home ownership and purchasing a
property, it is very difficult then if that bond is tied up
in requirements. I remember my wife, Lauren, and I
were tied up with our former property in Chelsea
Heights for cleaning for weeks and weeks. Sometimes
we hear stories of renters waiting for months on end,
which is just a way of shackling the bond to keep that
as long as possible so that not the landlord but the real
estate agent acting on behalf of them just frustrates that
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situation and puts more pressure on. We see that time
and time again.
The other thing is gaming of rent and rent bidding, and
that is something that we hear about in our local
community — trading off between families who are
desperate to get into their local area — or they might
have a situation where a property has been sold and they
need to move quickly, trying to settle their kids back
into the local school that they attend, and in their
desperation to find a property they are then bidding with
other families who are in that same predicament or same
environment. So it is critical that we ensure that that is
prohibited and make sure that we are always supporting
families. The fact that rents can only increase on a
once-a-year basis provides certainty for families. Some
of the work that we are doing around fairness and
squaring the ledger for renters is so very important.
Going to some of the reforms, people have talked about
the pet reforms. I think there has been a lot made about
this and a lot of conversation about this, but I want to
assure residents in my community who are rental
providers as well. There is a clear process to go through
and circumstances where it is determined reasonable to
refuse consent to keep a pet. They are listed and talked
about in this bill, and they are clearly provided to
ensure that where it is not appropriate there is a clear
system in place.
I think the member for Yuroke summed it up perfectly.
Through the journey of a family and a life, you raise
children or you have your first experience of pet
ownership. Whether it was when I was in Frankston or
Chelsea Heights and now in Woodbine Grove in
Chelsea, you go through that process. It is about raising
a family and the journey that you undertake, and it is
more than just an investment. It is more than just a
house and more than just an asset on someone’s
balance sheet. For people in my community and for me
it has been about where I have raised a family and
where I have shared the memories and joys that all of
us cherish as we go through life. That is the rental story.
For people in my generation, young Victorians, who are
priced out of the market and just cannot find a
footing — Chelsea Heights has a median price of
around $800 000, in Chelsea it is $1 million and it is
$1.5 million in Mordialloc — that dream gets harder.
Where that inequity between price and ability to
purchase exists, we need to square the ledger and
ensure that people who are doing the right thing are not
taken advantage of where that power imbalance is even
greater than it was 20 years ago.
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That is a critical point that is outlined in the bill. The
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation has done a substantial amount of work. We
need only to look at the work involved in the bill
briefing alone. I almost had to grab a trolley just to
bring a copy of the bill to the chamber, it is so
substantial. There has been so much work done over
this period of time. It is an absolute credit to the work
of the minister and her dedication in consulting with the
industry and working hard to ensure the delivery of
another key reform of this government.
A review was launched in 2015 under the former
consumer affairs minister, and it was a substantial
challenge to carry that through and to get it to land
right. We had to balance complex and difficult
priorities that had been avoided for a number of years,
and being able to achieve that balance is an absolute
credit to and another example of the hard work of the
Andrews Labor government and the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation to
deliver for all Victorians. I am very proud and glad to
commend the bill to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (15:48) — I rise
to support and speak on the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Bill 2018. As the previous speaker, the
member for Mordialloc, was saying, this represents a
massive overhaul of residential tenancies legislation,
probably the largest review and overhaul for at least
30-plus years. I think the last review of the residential
tenancies legislation was under the Cain government
back in the 1980s. That went some way towards
improving the rights for tenants. This bill is about
10 centimetres thick. It is very comprehensive. As the
member for Yuroke said, it really allows for a more
even and equal power relationship.
When you look back, in the past in Australia we have
had some of the highest rates of home ownership in the
whole world. Maybe because of that there seemed to be
a bit of a view that if you rent, it is probably just some
temporary thing that you do for a little while. It did not
really matter if you had to go through some hardship
and did not have all the basic needs while you were
living there, because in the end you would be saving up
and you would own your own home. That is not the
case anymore. As we know, prices have gone through
the roof. Wage increases are flat and not moving, and
there is a real acknowledgement and a sense of great
concern, especially from the Labor state government
and also the federal Labor Party, that into the future
there will be less and less opportunity for people to buy
their own homes.
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While we are doing some really important things
around helping first home buyers, whether it is with
exemptions on stamp duty and home ownership
grants — and federal Labor are promising changes
around negative gearing and so on — it is also
acknowledged that there will be more people renting
for perhaps all of their lives. We need to make sure that
if that is the case, then people know that there is
nothing wrong with renting. It can be a good
experience, and it can be very satisfactory for families
and others. If people are going to do it, they need to
know that they have the right to be provided with the
basic essentials of life in that rented property. They
have the right to live the way they want to live as long
as they are not damaging property. It is not really up to
the landlord to be telling people whether, for example,
they can be a pet owner or not or whether they can hang
a picture on the wall or not when this is a place in
which they may be living for many, many years.
I was shocked to hear that the opposition is actually
opposing this legislation. They raised things like, as I
have just mentioned, not being allowed to have pets in
rented properties. The fact is there are also protections
in this for landlords, because if a pet does somehow or
other cause damage to a property, then under this
legislation it is up to the person renting — the tenant —
to actually make good with that. There are still bonds
that are kept in order to be used if there is damage to
property and as a security to ensure that a place is
treated properly and properly looked after. Yes, this
legislation does allow for pets in rented properties, but
it is also saying that in the event that a pet causes
damage the landlord is able to deduct the bond or seek
compensation from the tenant.
That is the same with one of the other really big
changes, which is around modifications. We have the
national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) under
which people are getting all sorts of support for living
with disability, but if they are in a rented property, they
are probably unable to make use of half of that NDIS
funding — for example, they may need a handrail in
the shower. I know of cases where landlords have
actually refused to allow families, who may have a
child with a disability, to make any kind of
modification to the house. Under this legislation that
family will have the right to make such modifications at
their own cost. It is up to them, and it is written into the
legislation, that they must make good with the property
once they vacate. At their cost they would have to
remove that handrail and make sure that they had fixed
up the wall so that it was back as it was when they first
moved into the property. We hear all this
scaremongering, and I just find it incredible and
amazing that the Real Estate Institute of Victoria or the
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opposition could in any way think that this legislation is
one-sided and is not also protecting landlords.
I know that speakers have comprehensively gone
through many of the changes in this legislation. I am
just picking out a few, because it is so big. It is just
impossible to talk about them all, but another one that I
think it is timely to talk about is the fact that there is
also provision for situations where women may be
experiencing family violence. Before going through
what those changes are, I just make the point that as a
result of the work that the state Labor government is
doing and the work that the former member for
Northcote, Fiona Richardson, did as the first Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence — and I
acknowledge and commemorate her and, with great
sadness, again pass on my condolences to her family —
we are now seeing that work permeating through all
parts of our life in terms of either addressing the issue
or preventing family violence. Even with legislation
around residential tenancies we are also looking at it
through the lens of family violence. Therefore when we
start looking at reviews and making changes to things
such as this legislation we are also creating provisions
for those that have been victims of family violence.
In the case of the residential tenancies amendments that
we are talking about, for example, if a family has
experienced family violence and they are in a rented
property, there is a provision — and it is not automatic;
for example, they may need to go to VCAT — where
the lease may be terminated early without penalty. The
person would be able to leave without having to pay
massive amounts of money or lose their bond. Perhaps
they have to leave for safety reasons or due to the
breakdown of the family. So again it is really good that
we are looking at all aspects of Victorian law to find
ways to address the scourge of family violence and
make it easier for victims to get out of such situations
and also prevent it.
People have talked about the need for properties to have
just basic things like a stove or a heater that works.
These are all very basic, essential items that surely
no-one would think a landlord should not supply. My
son is now trying to get into the rental market. I think
he has been to about 800 viewings and inspections, and
unfortunately he and his two 22-year-old friends have
been unable to secure a property. He has told me that
there are up to 40 households going to these home
inspections and some of the houses are without heating,
have cracked windows and have dangerous uneven
floors. This is the sort of thing that we are expecting
people to live in. It is not good enough. Landlords do
have responsibilities. The capital gains on properties are
incredible, and certainly they ought to at least be giving
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something back to society and to others in terms of
ensuring that properties are habitable.
The Thomastown electorate, which includes Epping,
Lalor, a bit of Reservoir and Wollert, has one of the
highest levels of renters. There are a lot of people in
transition who may rent a property for a short amount
of time and then move on somewhere else. Therefore I
think I am obliged to stand up here on behalf of the
many, many residents of Thomastown that are renting
and fully support this legislation and to counter the
ridiculous arguments from the opposition that somehow
or other landlords should have all the power while
tenants have none. This legislation I believe will really
improve the lives of many people, including residents
of Thomastown. I have been to properties that residents
are renting, and I have been appalled at the state of
them — ceilings falling down, doors that do not lock.
This bill will address all of those problems and make
renting better for everyone.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms WARD
(Eltham).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (15:59) — I rise to
make a contribution on the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018 and just
to put a few comments rather briefly on the record, as I
know that in the hour we have remaining there are a
few on our side who would like to contribute. The
elements of the bill that I would like to speak on relate
to the point-of-consumption tax where it is relevant to
the Victorian racing industry.
It would be remiss of me, as the shadow Minister for
Racing talking on this bill, not to put on the record what
a fantastic racing industry we have in Victoria and note
the fact that it is a key economic driver for our state and
also indeed a key employer for our state. It contributes
just on $3 billion annually to the Victorian economy
and employs around 30 000 people. When you think
about that, in anyone’s language, that is a very, very
significant industry in this state. The racing industry has
also become entrenched in a number of our
communities across the length and breadth of Victoria.
Being at a country race meeting on cup day is just the
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best atmosphere in a country town you can have. I
guess it is very similar to the big show that is held at
Flemington each year.
The member for Malvern, in his contribution, went
through the details very, very well on the
point-of-consumption tax and explained why the states
should retain revenue from bets that are placed in those
states. He put on the record an enormous level of detail
and explained it very well. What I would like to briefly
focus on is the distribution of the 8 per cent
point-of-consumption tax that we have here in Victoria
and the commentary that has been provided from the
government that 1.5 per cent of this overall 8 per cent
tax will go to the industry.
There are a couple of points that I do wish to make on
that figure. The first is to get an undertaking that there
will not be a reduction in funding to the racing industry
from any other area. When I talk about that I am
primarily talking about the Victorian Racing Industry
Fund (VRIF), which has been a very important fund
that has contributed to the upkeep of racing facilities
right around Victoria. From an infrastructure
perspective there have been a lot of very positive
oncourse improvements and developments that have
been a result of that Victorian Racing Industry Fund,
and it would defeat the purpose of even having that if
the additional funds from the point-of-consumption tax
came in at the expense of a reduction in that. Whilst I
did not hear all of the debate when this bill was in the
chamber yesterday, it would be pleasing, I guess, to
have speakers from the government side just put on the
record that these moneys going to the industry from the
point-of-consumption tax will not replace any existing
industry funds but particularly those of the VRIF.
The second point I would like to make is that, following
this guarantee, we need some guarantees that
appropriate discussions will take place with the various
elements of the racing industry on where this money is
best expended. The minister of the day, whoever that
may be when this is introduced, needs to talk to each of
the sectors in Victoria to ensure that this money is
channelled into the right area. When I talk about each
of the sectors, across the racing industry we have got
obviously our riding fraternity; we have got our country
and metropolitan race clubs; we have got a very, very
significant breeding — what would you call it? —
industry burgeoning in this state, improving bloodlines
with some of the stallions that are standing; and we
have a whole army of stablehands that are every
morning getting out to the stables and on the track
doing the great work they do. What we need is
obviously investment in the right areas. This will come
only from discussions with those within the industry.
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I do note that prior to the introduction of this bill the
Victorian racing industry did raise some concerns that
New South Wales racing will benefit from a better
return from their point-of-consumption tax. It obviously
sits at 10 per cent, which has been well documented,
whereas Victoria’s is at 8 per cent and in New South
Wales 2 per cent goes to the racing industry there. The
Victorian racing industry has already put on the record
that it would like to be on a level playing field with
New South Wales. I do note that there are other states
in Australia and territories, I might add — Queensland,
the ACT and South Australia, to name a few — that are
looking at a 15 per cent point-of-consumption tax.
Some of those other states have not indicated as yet if
there will be any returns to the racing industry. At least
Victoria and New South Wales have earmarked that
there will be returns to the industry. I understand where
the Victorian racing industry is coming from in relation
to wanting to be on a level playing field, and there are
obviously some discussions that can take place.
In finishing up, I just want to endorse the remarks of the
shadow Treasurer, the member for Malvern, when he
said that in government we would be very happy to sit
down with the industry to sort out any anomalies and
work with the industry if there are any hiccups, any
bumps in the road, that need to be sorted out. I think
that is a very important undertaking, and I certainly
would join with both the shadow Treasurer and, I am
sure, without putting words into his mouth, the shadow
minister for gaming, that we would be more than happy
to sit down and talk with the racing industry and the
sector more widely about the most appropriate way to
manage any concerns that pop up.
We have a not-oppose position on this. The
point-of-consumption tax looks like it is coming in
nationwide, with a number of states adopting this to
ensure that the taxes on bets placed in that jurisdiction
stay in that jurisdiction. I think it makes good sense,
and we need to make sure that returns to the industry
are protected and are delivered to where the industry
wants them to be.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (16:07) — I am
also very pleased to rise to make a contribution on the
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and
Betting) Bill 2018. It is pleasing to note that there is
such bipartisan support for our racing industry, as
mentioned by the member for Gippsland East. We
know over on this side of the house that we are
absolutely committed to Victoria remaining the
absolutely pre-eminent racing state. As previously
mentioned the racing industry is of course a very major
part of our sporting and cultural landscape, and we
want to keep it that way. It supports over 140 000 jobs
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and participants. We have committed that the racing
industry collectively and individually as codes will be
no worse off as a result of the introduction of the
Victorian point-of-consumption tax, which of course is
what this legislation goes to.
The tax in fact has been designed to reduce potential
adverse impacts on the Victorian racing industry,
contrary to what has just been mentioned by those
opposite. The bill provides that the government will
contribute a portion of the amount of wagering and
betting tax received to the Victorian racing industry,
this will represent a new source of funding, and that is
of course on top of what already exists in funding, and
that is the $72 million Victorian Racing Industry Fund.
In fact the Victorian racing industry spokesman and
Racing Victoria chief executive, Giles Thompson, said:
Our discussions with the government have been very positive
and we are pleased that they have considered our principal
and fundamental position that the VRI and each racing code
within it should be no worse off as a consequence of the
introduction of the new point-of-consumption tax.

So we are absolutely making sure that the Victorian
racing industry is not worse off and in fact will be better
off. This legislation will be in effect on 1 January 2019,
should it pass this house, and it will replace the current
wagering and betting tax structures with, as I said, a
point-of-consumption wagering and betting tax. This
will apply at a rate of 8 per cent of the net wagering
revenue derived from all wagering and betting activity
by customers located in Victoria.
Currently Victorians spend approximately $1.2 billion
annually on wagering and betting on horses and
greyhound racing, on sports and on other events.
Increasingly this wagering is with online corporate
bookmakers who are licensed outside of Victoria, and
they do not currently pay wagering tax to the state of
Victoria. Wagering and betting in Victoria is currently
taxed on a place-of-supply basis and only applies to
Tabcorp Wagering Pty Ltd. Tabcorp is the Victorian
wagering and betting licensee. Whether a customer
wagering with Tabcorp is located in Victoria or another
state or territory, it does not matter. It is of no relevance
to the way wagering taxation is imposed under
Victoria’s current taxation framework. We are
changing that.
We went along a long path of consultation before we
introduced this legislation. We sought stakeholder input
and views on policy design and consideration and of
course on potential industry and customer impacts of
the point-of-consumption tax. A number of submissions
were received in response to the consultation paper, and
all of those inputs have informed the Victorian
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government’s final decision on the
point-of-consumption tax.
Each state and territory across Australia has different
legal and regulatory frameworks, taxation structures,
wagering markets, industry considerations and
licensing arrangements. Through the Board of
Treasurers, Victoria has been working with other states
and territories to ensure that any point-of-consumption
tax framework introduced is nationally harmonised —
although there is not a lot of national harmonisation at
the moment — as much as possible while having regard
to differences in the wagering and betting industry in
each jurisdiction. We will continue to do that. We will
continue to work with other states and territories on
extending common point-of-consumption tax models to
other jurisdictions.
The Victorian point-of-consumption tax will be payable
by wagering and betting operators on the revenue
derived from wagers and bets or on facilitated wagering
and betting activity — that is, of course, of all
customers in Victoria. It will better reform and align
Victoria’s current wagering tax system with the
increasing amount of digital betting we are seeing
within our current environment. Wagering and betting
operators will be required to assess their taxable
revenue and prepare monthly returns once the operator
is liable to pay point-of-consumption tax.
These are important measures, and one of the reasons I
was keen to speak on this bill is that I am a board
member of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation. I have spoken in this house in the past of
our concerns about the increasing number of
particularly young people who are online betting, not
just on sport but on a whole range of different areas. I
have spoken about the dangers of this to young people’s
mental health, particularly young males, and to of
course their financial situation, and about what we can
do to make that better. Given that the market was
enabling these international wagering companies to not
pay tax, this will bring them all into line. It will mean a
source of revenue for Victoria, but it will also mean a
bit more control and legislative framework around the
whole situation in relation to online betting.
The consultation paper that I talked about earlier was a
very important part of this process because the three
peak bodies representing the Victorian racing industry,
Racing Victoria, Harness Racing Victoria and
Greyhound Racing Victoria, all had very significant
contributions to make to the process around introducing
this legislation. As we know, the point-of-consumption
tax in its full year of operation is anticipated to be
approximately $30 million. All additional revenue
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collected will go to the state’s Hospitals and Charities
Fund, as it has always done, and nothing will change in
that respect.
Just in the last few minutes remaining to me I would
like to point out the Andrews Labor government’s
record of reforming the Victorian tax system. We have
invested over $1.6 billion in tax cuts for businesses,
first home buyers and farmers. We have halved the
payroll tax in regional Victoria to create jobs. Victorian
regional businesses now have the lowest payroll tax in
Australia — 2.425 per cent. This will reduce the payroll
tax liability for regional businesses by $167 million
over the budget and forward estimates period. This is
expected to slash costs for around 4000 businesses,
create jobs, encourage people to move to regional
Victoria and ensure every region across the state shares
in the benefits of our economic growth. It is the third
year in a row that this government has eased the payroll
tax burden. On 1 July this year the payroll tax-free
threshold increased again to $650 000, providing tax
relief for about 38 000 businesses right across the state.
All up this government has invested over $740 million
in tax cuts for Victorian businesses compared to just
$246 million under the previous government.
We have abolished stamp duty on all homes worth less
than $600 000 and introduced a concessional rate for
homes worth between $600 000 and $750 000. We
doubled the first home owner grant to $20 000 for new
homes in regional Victoria. In the first year of Homes
for Victorians more than 22 000 first home buyers
across Victoria paid no stamp duty, while
5500 received a stamp duty concession, seeing nearly
$510 million returned to the pockets of hardworking
Victorians. We also doubled the stamp duty-free
threshold for young farmers, from $300 000 to
$600 000, helping more young Victorians looking to
buy their first farm. I think our record stands for itself,
and this piece of legislation is just another example of
the Andrews Labor government getting on with
important tax reform. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (16:17) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting)
Bill 2018. This is a bill I am genuinely interested in,
and I value the opportunity I have here today. The
purpose of the bill is to amend the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 and the Taxation Administration
Act 1997 to replace the existing tax arrangements for
wagering and betting with a point-of-consumption tax,
and this has been canvassed quite heavily by
earlier speakers.
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If we look at the context here, we know that there has
been huge growth in online gambling and in online
wagering and betting. There has been huge growth in
the online presence, particularly of our younger people.
We see this everywhere. We hear a lot about it.
Unfortunately for Victoria I guess a lot of this wagering
sits outside Victoria’s current taxation structures. Our
tax laws have been based on where the services are
supplied. Historically this would have been okay. If we
look at what wagering and betting was like 40 years
ago or 20 years ago, it was quite a different space than
it is today. We were just starting to see the presence of
overseas or interstate bookmakers, but this became so
much more prevalent once the online system really
kicked in.
As I said, the landscape for wagering and betting has
changed substantially, which means the legislation
around it needs to be considered. As has been said, there
is significant spending in the state of Victoria on the
three codes: racing, chasing and pacing. Those three
codes are well and truly alive in my electorate. It is
interesting to see the figure for that spend —
$1.2 billion. In my electorate I have a couple of larger
tracks, and I had them as the member for Seymour as
well. Yarra Valley Racing actually has harness and the
gallops. I have many picnic tracks but also a really great
straight dog track at Healesville. The value of the racing
industry in my electorate is really quite high, particularly
in the small towns that rely on these big days.
As has been said, for any type of wagering that can take
place — it does not matter if you are at a course in
Healesville or at a course in Yea — you have the
opportunity to place bets online, and the money actually
ends up going out of Victoria. What this bill does is
introduce a new 8 per cent point-of-consumption tax on
net wagering revenue which will arise from the bets and
wages placed by consumers in Victoria. From a
coalition point of view and from a Liberal point of
view, this is another new tax. We heard the previous
speaker, the member for Bendigo West, talk about
taxation reform. This is simply about raising a new tax,
but when you unpack it, my concerns about having a
new tax implemented are somewhat alleviated, because
it really is a lot about rejigging and perhaps making
fairer some of the taxes that are here. Let us have a look
and do that unpacking now.
The bill will replace the existing 7.6 per cent tote tax,
the 4.38 per cent fixed odds tax and the 10.91 per cent
Trackside simulated racing tax. The 10 per cent betting
exchange commission tax will become 8 per cent. With
this 8 per cent point-of-consumption tax you can see
that it looks as though it is somewhat of a midpoint
between those existing taxes. Under the current
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legislation operators pay wagering taxes based on
where the operator is located, not where the services are
located. So if the operator is interstate — and we know
there are many operators in the Northern Territory —
the tax is linked to that location. With some of the big
international online bookmakers the tax does not
necessarily ever even get paid to Australia. What this
means is that the only Victorian wagering and betting
licence-holder is Tabcorp, and it is taxed under the
framework while corporate bookmakers, usually
located in the Northern Territory, are paying no
Victorian tax. They may pay Australian tax, but we in
Victoria miss out on that. That is where I think one of
the key problems is, and I think the bill does address
that. So whether you punt in person or online, where
you are will be that driving factor for the
point-of-consumption tax.
This tax-raising exercise is a fair tax grab. It is
anticipated that there is going to be another $30 million
raised from this, and I would certainly like to see the
racing industry — all three codes — benefit from that
additional tax. Under this bill all providers of betting
and wagering services to Victorians will be taxed at an
equal rate. That seems to be fair and reasonable. Other
states have introduced or are proposing to introduce a
point-of-consumption tax, and different rates will apply
in different states. These are quite interesting when you
have a look them. New South Wales is actually at
10 per cent — we are talking about 8 per cent in
Victoria — and South Australia, Queensland and the
ACT have got 15 per cent.
We have been told through this process that no code
within the racing industry will be worse off. Now, that
is not guaranteed, because there is nothing in the
legislation that brings about the guarantee. I do have
concerns, because we have seen many examples of
where what the government say is not what they do.
What they say is not always believable. That is a little
bit of a concern for me.
We have some industry payments from the
consolidated funds, and a proportion of this
point-of-consumption tax revenue will be paid monthly
to the Victorian racing industry. That is designed to
offset the likely reduction in sponsorships. As we
know, there are a lot of these larger corporate
bookmakers, and they are involved in sponsorship at
many different levels. So now a monthly payment will
be made to try and offset any losses in this field. The
proportion of it is to be determined by the Treasurer.
The government said it would be 1.5 per cent in the
beginning and will be reviewed a little bit later on. The
government also says that this payment is additional to
the current Victorian Racing Industry Fund
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arrangements. I know that many of the clubs in my
electorate, particularly the smaller picnic clubs, very
much rely on funds generated through grants and things
like that and through the government’s support, because
they do not have that capacity to raise an enormous
amount of money themselves. With regard to
consultation, the industry has indicated that they are
fairly comfortable with this.
The opposition is choosing not to oppose this bill. As I
have said, the bill is introducing a new tax — a
considerable slug of $30 million — but I am probably
happier to see that tax come to Victoria rather than go
to the Northern Territory. Interestingly the
commencement of the bill is New Year’s Day 2019, the
day of the Merton Cup. Merton has one race meeting a
year, and it is on 1 January. That is a very well
patronised cup, so hopefully next year Merton Race
Club and many other racing clubs, whether they be
harness, greyhound or the gallops, will be no worse off
through this bill and will actually be beneficiaries of
additional support.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (16:25) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018. In commencing my comments I do want to say
that the member for Malvern raised a number of points
in his contribution to the second-reading debate which I
will address on behalf of the government. As the
Treasurer stated in his second-reading speech, the
government is committed to the principle that the
racing industry collectively, and individually as codes,
will be no worse off as a result of the introduction of
the Victorian point-of-consumption tax. The
government will continue to be mindful of the viability
of individual racing clubs, as it is currently. As part of
the implementation of the point-of-consumption tax, the
government will look at its impact on the racing
industry as a whole, individual codes and individual
racing clubs. The government confirms that the
Victorian racing industry’s point-of-consumption tax
payment is a new funding source. Its introduction will
not impact upon other government funding for the
racing codes.
There has been considerable discussion around the
issue of free bets and bonus bets. The treatment of free
bets in this bill is in line with the treatment applied to
the current wagering tax framework. Other jurisdictions
have taken a variety of approaches to the treatment of
free bets. The government can commit that the
definition of ‘net wagering revenue’ will be considered
as part of the statutory review, in particular the
treatment of free bets and bonus bets. I did want to use
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this opportunity to address those issues that were raised
by the member for Malvern.
The bill is an important piece of legislation before the
house. I do note the member for Eildon’s contribution.
While she could not resist making a point about this
being a new tax, the reality is that what this seeks to do
is to ensure that taxes which are paid by Victorians end
up in Victoria. If you go back to the late 1990s and
early 2000s when internet betting first came onto the
scene, the then government of the Northern Territory
was handing out gaming licences and online betting
licences like they were confetti for a fraction of the
revenue. You then had that pressure on the TAB outlets
and the pub TABs because people were able just to sit
at home and bet from home, and as a consequence of
that a lot of that revenue went to other jurisdictions or
went into the pockets of the online betting companies or
the corporate bookmakers.
The bill is very important because it seeks to ensure that
Victoria does not miss out on this revenue. The racing
industry is a fantastic industry in Victoria. It is certainly
a major employer in the state district of Essendon. My
electorate is very fortunate to have the Moonee Valley
Racing Club within its boundary, and the Victoria
Racing Club, while it is in the state district of
Melbourne, is immediately adjacent to my electorate.
Many people who live in my community are employed
by the racing industry. So I think that a bill like this
plays a really important role in underpinning the
financial viability of the sector going forward and
making sure that it is able to continue to operate as
best it can.
I do note it is 4.30 p.m., I have got 6 minutes to speak
and obviously all bills will be dispatched by 5.00 p.m.
The Greens political party are constantly going on
about the rights of animals and constantly going on
about the sins of wagering. Honestly these people are
the anti-fun party writ large. They are the nearest thing
this place has to a bunch of wowsers. I would hope they
would actually bother to come into the chamber and tell
us all about the sins of the industry and how terrible the
racing industry is. I suspect though that they have
clocked off for the day and they will be nowhere to be
seen. But as soon as there is another issue about animal
welfare in any of the racing codes, they will be out
there condemning the industry, condemning the
government and condemning the Labor Party.
The real issue I have got with the Greens on these sorts
of questions is that they are not prepared to come into
this place and really explain to the people that elected
them and to the institution of the Parliament why they
feel a certain way. They are not capable of doing
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that — not capable at all. The reality is that one of the
issues I have with the Greens political party is that they
just do not appreciate the fact that many of us quite
enjoy having a punt. That is not to say there are not
issues with problem gambling. Indeed I was in
Puckle Street at a street stall a couple of weeks ago, and
a woman came and saw me. She would have been a
woman probably not much younger than my mother,
and she was telling me her story about the pain she had
with her father being a problem gambler.
So while I am making these comments against the
Greens political party, I am not suggesting for a
moment we should have no support for the problem
gambler. I think if you look at the way in which we
have devised various regulatory regimes for this sector
and other forms of betting, we have got the funding
available to try to support problem gamblers to get the
treatment and help that they need. I think about 2 per
cent of the population are problem gamblers, so
certainly there is a role to be played in providing
support. I know you have spoken in the past, Deputy
Speaker, on some of these matters in previous
contributions about supporting problem gamblers, and I
think that is a really important thing to do.
But not everyone who has a punt is a problem gambler,
and that is the point I think that the Greens political
party miss. Not everyone is going to bet online and with
a click of the mouse will lose their house. That is not
the case. I take the view that we should have a system
in place whereby if 2 per cent of gamblers are problem
gamblers they should get the support and help that they
need, but if I want to turn around and spend $20 on the
greyhounds on a Friday night or I want to spend $20 on
a sixpack of beer or I want to spend $20 on a movie and
a pizza, I should be allowed to do what I like. I should
be allowed to pursue those different pursuits as I see fit
without having the wowsers from the cheap seats
telling me that I cannot do that, because I just find that
that is repugnant and offensive. It should be up to the
individual to determine how they choose to spend their
time and their money.
As we have all said, it is wonderful to be able to talk on
a bill like this. We all, or most of us, like to have a punt.
I did say on Tuesday in the government business debate
that the member for Malvern was on 23 votes in the
Liberal Party meeting room. I am not quite sure what
the odds would be; I think they may well have shrunk
considerably since Tuesday afternoon with the woeful
performance by the Liberal Party in this place. The
Leader of the Opposition’s performance has certainly
been found wanting and lacking, and I would have to
say that the odds of the member for Malvern leading
the Liberal Party in November have shortened
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considerably. I think he is certainly odds-on to lead the
party to the polls in November.
Mr D. O’Brien — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, while we always find the member for
Essendon’s contributions amusing, I believe he has
strayed considerably from the bill. If he has finished,
which I suspect he has, then he can happily sit down
and I will take over; otherwise he should come back to
the bill.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Member for
Essendon, I do encourage you to speak on the bill.
Mr PEARSON — Far be it from me to test your
authority, Deputy Speaker, I was merely warming up
and just saying how we all like to have a punt. I am not
quite sure what the online betting markets would be
showing for the federal leadership contest tomorrow. I
am not quite sure at what point in time the odds
shortened. I notice that the foreign minister, Julie
Bishop, has now entered the race. I think it would be
fabulous to have a second female Prime Minister. I
think most of us, even the member for Gippsland
South, would much rather Ms Bishop lead this nation
than have the member for Dickson do so.
Coming back to the bill in the last few moments, it is
important to make sure that we shore up our taxation
base and that we do not have taxation leakage to
mendicant territories like the Northern Territory or
mendicant states, as the case may be. It is about making
sure that we have a solid budgetary position so that we
are able to do the things we want to do. It is incredibly
important to make sure that the state of Victoria gets its
fair share from its punters so that we can continue to do
the things that we have been sent to do and keep on
building a progressive state. It is about making sure that
we have got an appropriate regime in place to address
problem gambling and to support people who may have
an issue.
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr PEARSON — I note the contribution of the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, who is at
the table, that Julie Bishop is $2.10. Maybe this
particular contribution might go down —
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr PEARSON — And Peter Dutton is $2. Maybe
in years to come people will look at this contribution
and say, ‘Hey! Maybe he was onto something. Maybe
something was going to happen’. I commend the bill to
the house.
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Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (16:35) — It is
always a pleasure to follow the member for Essendon,
particularly on legislation like this and after a
contribution like that. The member for Essendon often
goes to great lengths in his bill preparation, but he
clearly did not have much time for this one in
particular. After his contribution on the Residential
Tenancies Amendment Bill 2018, I think they are
calling him the Karl Marx of the Labor government
over there now.
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — He’s more Lenin, says the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, who is the
minister at the table. After that contribution, I am very
surprised. The member for Essendon talked about
supporting the industry. He was talking about the racing
industry, which of course is the sport of kings, and I
would not have thought that for the member for
Essendon, given his contribution on the residential
tenancies bill before where he was running the
arguments of Karl Marx from about 1858, the sport of
kings would have been his thing.
The member for Essendon did not miss the Greens, as
always. It is always a pleasure to hear him getting fired
up about the Greens political party, as those opposite
like to refer to them. Indeed, he is correct on some of
the things he said. This legislation, the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, is about the regulation of our betting industries.
They are legitimate industries, despite what many say. I
do agree in general with the member for Essendon, that
people can go and have a punt and do it without harm,
but we must also ensure that we are looking after the
interests of those who do suffer harm.
I might add that as the shadow minister for gaming and
liquor regulation I have been a little bit perplexed,
indeed perhaps annoyed, at some of the reporting of the
recent electronic gaming machine figures. It is
bemusing to me that the media reports the figures that
come out as losses all the time. No matter how much
money has been put through a poker machine, it is
reported as a loss: $130 million was lost in a particular
region through poker machines. We do not say that
$100 million was lost at the movies or $100 million
was lost at the shopping centre. At the end of the day
that is what it is: people pay for a service, an
entertainment, just as they do in gambling, whether it is
on horses, dogs or harness racing.
Yes, there is harm; there is no question about that —
and the industry acknowledges there is harm from
gambling. It is our job as the Parliament to ensure that
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we assist those who suffer from harm, who cannot
handle having just a casual bet and who cause
themselves and their families considerable harm. That
is why we on this side are proud to have established the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation (VRGF).
With respect to the legislation that we are debating here
today, that is an area I would like to see the VRGF do
more work on, particularly online gaming, to get a
better understanding of the extent of problem gambling
by people who are using a smart phone or are sitting at
home and just gambling. I remember hearing the
former minister, the member for Brunswick, comment
at a Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearing a couple of years ago that we do not know what
those people are doing because they are not at the
racing venues and they are not in a gaming machine
venue; they are at home doing it. I think we do need
some more research on that and the VRGF is very well
placed to do that.
On this bill, as previous speakers on the opposition side
have indicated, we are not opposing the legislation.
While we do point out it is another of the additional
taxes introduced by the Labor government, this is one
that is being brought out across the country. It does
indeed make sense to ensure that wagering is taxed at
the point of consumption, where it is outlaid, rather
than in the Northern Territory or wherever else the
online betting companies are located.
At PAEC this year, literally a few days after this tax
was announced by the government, I had the
opportunity to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation a few questions on it.
Indeed it was surprising. The first question I asked her
was, given that the announcement came some two or
three weeks after the budget was handed down, why
this tax was not included in the budget. The answer
was, of course, that this is a matter for the Treasurer,
which was quite surprising, given that the minister’s
name was also on the press release that went out. We
did not have the opportunity to quiz the Treasurer
because he had already been before PAEC when this
announcement was made about the
point-of-consumption tax. It is somewhat peculiar that a
tax like this, which was foreshadowed in last year’s
budget and so the industry was well aware that it was
coming and the community was aware that it was
coming, was not included in the budget papers for
2018–19. It is quite strange, and I did not get a clear
answer on that.
Another question that I asked the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation at
the time was whether any consideration had been given
to the rate at which the tax had been struck and what
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that would mean, particularly for advertising in
Victoria. Given that we have set the rate of the
point-of-consumption tax here in this legislation at
8 per cent and other states have set other rates — with
15 per cent in South Australia and Queensland, 10 per
cent in New South Wales and 15 per cent in the
ACT — I asked the question: will this lead to an influx
of advertising, because the market here in Victoria will
be more lucrative? That is something the government
has not considered. As we have said previously, there is
some sense in introducing a point-of-consumption tax
for wagering, given the change in technology and the
changing nature of betting, so the opposition parties are
not opposing this.
We do need to ensure though that the promise of no net
impact on the racing industries is kept. As previous
speakers, the member for Malvern and the member for
Eildon, have pointed out, there is no guarantee of that in
this legislation. I say that from my own perspective of
Gippsland South. We have some wonderful racing clubs
in the electorate of Gippsland South. The Sale Turf Club
in my own home town is one of country Victoria’s
premier turf clubs, and it does a fantastic job. It provides
a lot of employment. It has recently attracted from South
Australia a new trainer with I think some 50 horses in
work, and that has been great for the local area.
I take the opportunity to give a brief shout-out to David
Wilson, the president of the club, who has had some
health issues recently. David has been the president and
involved with the club for a number of years and has
done a fantastic job. I wish him all the best, as I do Brad
Evans, who is the relatively new CEO and who has
come from being a former committee member and
previously was principal of the local school. His
favourite joke at the moment is about trainers, jockeys
and owners being not too dissimilar to parents, students
and teachers — not necessarily in that order. I wish
them the best.
I would also like to mention Stony Creek. We need to
ensure that there is no particular impact on clubs. The
Stony Creek Racing Club, just out of Meeniyan in
South Gippsland, is a fantastic club. It is run by
volunteers, and it is very close to the community. They
lost a meeting in the first year or two of this Labor
government, but I think they have got it back now.
There are now five meetings operating. My message to
the government but particularly to Country Racing
Victoria and Racing Victoria is: you must continue to
support clubs like the Stony Creek Racing Club. They
are the heart and soul of the region. Those country turf
clubs provide such an attraction for people to go to.
Yes, they might not have the biggest turnover, they
might not be the most important and they might not
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attract the best horses, but they provide an opportunity
for people coming through the industry to learn their
craft. They provide that wonderful atmosphere for
punters and probably more importantly for non-punters,
for the public, to go along and enjoy a day at the races. I
have been at the Stony Creek Cup every year since I got
elected. It is a fantastic day.
Likewise, in the other codes, Sale greyhounds in my
electorate is also a fantastic facility. There are 174 jobs
associated with greyhound racing in the East Gippsland
district of Greyhound Racing Victoria (GRV), which is
effectively the Sale Greyhound Club. There are
469 trainers, breeders and owners, and there are
767 participants involved in Sale greyhounds when you
include volunteers and the like. Pete Johnson and Des
Dooley do a fantastic job there as well. Bernie Dillon,
now working with the Gippsland greyhound clubs in
Traralgon and Warragul on behalf of GRV, is also
doing a great job. They do great work supporting our
local community groups as well, and that is why I
reiterate the importance of making sure that with the
introduction of this point-of-consumption tax there is
no net impact on clubs such as these.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (16:45) — It is
a pleasure to rise this afternoon and speak on the
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and
Betting) Bill 2018. I want to begin my contribution by
making a number of personal observations. I would
have to say that for myself, those around me and the
many, many people in my electorate, the opportunity to
gamble in so many ways on so many things is of deep
concern. This bill is really important to make sure that
whilst there has been an incredible expansion of the
ways to wager and game in our community, at least
with this point-of-consumption tax, the money that
Victorians are using to game comes back to Victoria
and is used for more purposeful, beneficial means. This
bill is actually making sure that wagering and betting
companies pay their fair share of Victorian tax, no
matter where they are based. It really is time that this
happened. We have to make sure that those gaming
companies are paying a much fairer and proper
contribution.
I say that not because I am a wowser. I do enjoy a day
at the races, and I do not mind people going down to
the pub and having a parma and a go on the pokies. But
I think there is some real concern out there in the
community about the number of ways that people can
game and how it is done, the ease with which it is done
and its accessibility. People can just click a mouse and
lose their house, I have got to say. I have had that
experience in my own electorate. Support services
report to me about gambling-induced poverty,
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homelessness and incidents of family violence. I think
as legislators we have to be incredibly alert to the
problem of problem gambling.
The total cost of gambling to the Victorian community
in 2014–15 was $7 billion. Sports betting losses rose by
8.2 per cent in Victoria between 2015 and 2016, and the
average sports betting losses per Victorian adult
doubled in five years from $29.50 to $59.87. That is a
good couple of healthy meals around the family
kitchen table.
I have got to say that I have been increasingly alarmed.
I am a big footy follower, and I know lots of people bet
on the football now — they are very much encouraged
to wager on the football. You turn up to Etihad
Stadium, as I often do, and one of the things that
appears straightaway where the scoreboard is supposed
to be — where we are supposed to be looking at the
footy highlights — is some very enticing
advertisements encouraging us to go and have a bet. I
actually think that going to the footy is a family affair
and to have that sort of inducing advertising —
seductive advertising in many respects — on the big
scoreboard where everybody can see it is not helpful for
our community. Indeed we know that it has an impact
on children because one in four children can name four
gaming brands or more, and 75 per cent of kids
watching sport on TV think that gaming is part of sport.
They actually think it is part of sport.
I hesitate to suggest that we have an alarming issue
here. I do applaud the AFL’s efforts to make sure that
there are some restrictions on gaming advertising. The
Love the Game program that the AFL has introduced,
in which 10 football teams have undertaken to restrict
and reduce — some of them to zero — the number of
gaming machines that feed their balance sheet is a very
constructive step in the right direction. But I have got to
say that it is probably not enough, and we seriously
have to say that when you turn on your TV at 7.30 on a
Friday night and the family is sitting around with their
pizzas, looking forward to the game, they should not be
subject to gaming advertising.
That is a personal opinion, but I know it is very widely
held in my electorate. One of the reasons why we hold
that opinion is that in the Casey area there is an
enormous issue with gaming. I go back to pokies — in
the Casey area $348 202 is spent on pokies per day, and
$127 million is spent on pokies per year. We have the
second-biggest pokie venue in the state. Frankly, for
my liking and for the liking of many people in the
community, there are just far too many poker machines
in the city of Casey. Currently we have the
second-highest pokies expenditure in Victoria. I think
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only Wyndham or Whittlesea is higher. What is most
disconcerting about these statistics is that these are
communities and these are families that cannot afford
these losses.
So it is very important to support this legislation,
because even though we may be spending more money
on gaming than ever before, more people that probably
cannot afford to game are gaming than ever before.
What we need to do is make sure the Victorian
government gets its fair share of revenue with this
point-of-consumption tax so that we can invest it —
though not so much in extra services for problem
gamblers, because we are doing a very good job in that
space, and I note that some of the industry backing our
legislation acknowledges that. Even the Victorian
InterChurch Gambling Taskforce, which is highly
critical of governments on the issue of gaming, says this
is a very good step forward. The reason why it is a very
good step forward is that it will mean that the operators
will be taxed at a rate of 8 per cent. We believe that this
strikes a really good balance between collecting our fair
share from online bookmakers — I mean, don’t they
run the ads? Every time you turn on the TV there is an
ad for them — protecting Victorian jobs and also
ensuring that our racing industry continues to thrive.
I am a big fan of the Victorian racing industry and the
Australian racing industry in fact. Who did not stop at
3.30 p.m. last Saturday and watch Winx gallop down
the straight in Sydney? It was just a fantastic
experience, and I noticed how many young people there
were in the crowd enjoying their day at the races. We
have a responsibility as legislators and decision-makers
to make sure that if people are gaming, we get for
Victorians our fair share, the correct amount, right back
here in Victoria so we can invest it in good
infrastructure. As I said, a lot of gaming revenue is
coming from people in the outer suburbs, and they
more than most people in Victoria actually need further
investment by Victorian governments in their hospital
infrastructure, their mental health infrastructure and
their social welfare infrastructure, so it is excellent that
the Treasurer has decided that the additional revenue
collected will go to the state’s Hospitals and
Charities Fund.
As I said, this is a landmark piece of legislation. It
brings up to date a very strong, burgeoning industry that
needs to have a few more leaders on its back so we
make sure that it operates more efficiently, fairly and
does not overlook the problems that we have with
gaming in Victoria. I commend the ministers involved
with this bill, and I wish it a speedy passage.
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Mr WATT (Burwood) (16:55) — I rise to speak on
a bill whose principal act is the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003, and having read through the second-reading
speech and listened to many of the speeches in here, I
am a little surprised I have not heard more members
talk about the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation. I note that you, Deputy Speaker, did
mention the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation, but only in so much as to say that you are a
board member of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation. I am concerned that we have a bill here
that is introducing a new tax which you would have
thought the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation would have been consulted about. You
would have thought so. Then you would think that if
they were consulted, you would have had members of
the government actually come in here and make the
point that they were consulted.
There are other states that have similar taxes — South
Australia has 15 per cent, Queensland has 15 per cent,
New South Wales has 10 per cent and the ACT has
15 per cent. I am not going to argue the point about
whether the rate is high enough or not, but I just would
have thought that the government would provide some
information as to why they settled on the rate that they
did and whether or not the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation was comfortable with that level
of taxation. It is not only the industry, but we have a
body which is responsible — the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation — and we have members here
who are on that board, and as a member of the board I
would have thought that there would be more respect
paid to that foundation by the government when
justifying the rate that they have gone with here.
On a further point — I do not have much time — I
would just like to talk about taxation in general, noting
that the member for Bendigo West talked about
taxation. Only a Labor government would increase
taxes and then call that reform. Only a Labor
government could actually increase taxes and then talk
about how they have reduced taxes — only a Labor
government. It is interesting that on the night before the
election the now Premier was interviewed on Channel 7
by Peter Mitchell. 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 —

Mr Foley — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the forms of the house require the honourable member
to refer to members by their appropriate titles, and I
would ask that you bring him back to that point.
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Mr WATT — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I was quoting a news report. I cannot quote
the news report and then use —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — That is fine, member
for Burwood, thank you. I just encourage all members
to refer to other members by their correct titles.
Mr WATT — Thank you. 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 said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

Regardless of whether or not you actually think this is a
good tax or whether it is the right rate, this is a clear
broken promise, and it goes with all of the other broken
promises around taxes. It goes with the tripling of the
brown coal royalty; the new annual property valuation
to increase land tax; the new stamp duty on property
transfers between spouses; the increased stamp duty on
new cars; the new stamp duty on off-the-plan
purchases; the new so-called vacant home tax; the new
land tax surcharge, which was tripled for absentee
owners; the new stamp duty surcharge, which was later
increased for foreign purchasers; the increased fire
services property levy; a new city access tax for the
West Gate tunnel; and the introduction of the Uber and
taxi fare levy. This is a clear broken promise. Whether
or not you think this is a good tax, clearly it is a broken
promise by the Andrews Labor government, and it
proves once again you cannot trust them.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has arrived, and I am required to
interrupt business.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — As the required
statement of intention has been made under
section 85(5)(c) of the Constitution Act 1975, the third
reading of the bill must be passed by an absolute
majority. As there is not an absolute majority of the
members of the house present, I ask the Clerk to ring
the bells.
Bells rung.
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Members having assembled in chamber:

The SPEAKER — The question is:

Motion agreed to by absolute majority.

That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the
question.

Read third time.

BUILDING AMENDMENT
(REGISTRATION OF BUILDING TRADES
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018

Those supporting the reasoned amendment moved by
the member for Bayswater should vote no.
House divided on question:
Ayes, 47

Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial Relations).

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
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Noes, 35

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation); and
Ms VICTORIA’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until further consultation takes place
with all affected stakeholders’.

Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.

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

Question agreed to.
The SPEAKER — The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.
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House divided on question:
Ayes, 47
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
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Noes, 35
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.

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

Question 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.
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Melbourne Water landholdings
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (17:12) — (14 876) My
adjournment matter tonight is directed to the Minister
for Water. I refer the minister to Melbourne Water’s
disposal of land in Christmas Hills, and the action I
seek is for the minister to ensure that transparent and
robust consultation takes place and that the community
is listened to. I think it is fair to say that many are
suspicious of Melbourne Water’s motives and that trust
levels are not as high as they could be. The community
has a number of really good suggestions, and it would
be great if the minister could take those on board.
The minister would be aware that some 1000 hectares of
green wedge land previously reserved as the proposed
Watsons Creek storage reservoir are now being
considered surplus and are up for grabs. Of course this is
of major interest to the local and even to a slightly more
broader community. Input from people not living in the
immediate vicinity is a cause of angst for some, and
certainly there are lots of opinions around this.
I am aware that some sessions were convened last year
and again towards the end of May this year, and these
were promoted as community consultation sessions.
While I was unable to attend the sessions, one of my
staff members who lives in the area did go to two on
my behalf. Many people have contacted me following
those sessions. Some people said they found out about
the sessions after the event and they had no prior
knowledge. Some said that there were few in
attendance on occasions and that those few people
became the voice of the community. The community
has not been particularly enamoured of the process —
that is, the consultancy process or the options presented.
The consultants used — Spiire, an urban and regional
planning consultancy — were engaged to develop a
number of precinct options, and they developed seven
precincts. Within each precinct two options were
presented to the community.
Interestingly it became apparent that a third option for
each precinct had been developed but not presented.
That third option was kept from the community, and it
tended to keep the land in larger allotments. Some
constituents are concerned that the process to conceal
the third option indicates a preference by the
government to turn this green wedge area into a more
densely populated area with smaller allotments most
likely increasing the market value. Many people want
agricultural land to be protected. In addition, this land is
subject to a number of environmental overlays as well
as a bushfire management overlay. The issue of the
green wedge and maintenance of the green wedge is a
concern and has been raised.
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Nillumbik council are concerned that they have not
been involved or engaged in the drafting of any of the
planning scheme amendments given that they will be a
key player in this space in having to decide permit
approvals. It has been suggested that the land should be
sold with appropriate approvals so that people know
what they can and cannot do. There is a great deal of
angst out there that this land will be sold and people
will think that they will be able to build on it but that
may not be the case, and I think these sorts of things
should be known in the first place.
Minister, keep in mind that the core business of
Melbourne Water is not that of a developer.
Subdivision and planning are not their areas of
expertise, and further work needs to be done here.

Essendon Hockey Club facilities
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:15) — (14 877) I
direct my adjournment debate to the Minister for
Education, and the action I seek is for the Victorian
School Building Authority to meet with the Essendon
Hockey Club to discuss what potential role the
Essendon Hockey Club can play in relation to the
development of the Flemington education plan. Just
briefly, the schools in my community are experiencing
rapid population growth. It is a built-up, inner-urban
area, and there is an opportunity to try and better utilise
some of the public open space in the surrounding
vicinity for the benefit of the students. I have spoken
with David Landgren from the Essendon Hockey Club,
and he would welcome the opportunity to discuss what
role the club can play as a potential site for
schoolchildren and students to be able to utilise during
the course of the school day.

Drought assistance
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (17:16) —
(14 878) My adjournment matter is for the Premier, and
the action I seek from the Premier is for him to come
and visit central and East Gippsland to see the rapidly
worsening drought conditions that are occurring in our
part of the state. My electorate is a tale of two regions at
the moment. South Gippsland almost literally along the
border of South Gippsland shire is looking good. We
have had reasonably good rainfall there and I think that
area should have a good season. However, the
Wellington shire and further east into East Gippsland
shire are particularly dry. Indeed I thank the
government for today providing a briefing to opposition
members on the dry conditions which highlighted that
in the period 2 August 2016 to 31 July 2018 that area
that I talked about, largely central and East Gippsland,
has experienced the lowest rainfall on record.
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While we had rain at probably just the right time in my
electorate last year to get us through the season
reasonably well, for dryland farmers in particular the
situation is getting critical. We have lots of livestock
producers who are having to feed stock and have been
doing so for many months — some of them probably
getting close to 12 months now, which is a serious
concern. With feed and fodder prices in particular
escalating it is a serious concern. There is some concern
coming out of East Gippsland about the subsidies
available in New South Wales, which are helping to
draw the available feed and fodder, particularly hay, out
of Victoria to New South Wales and forcing up prices,
to the detriment of our local producers.
So this is a serious issue. I am pleased that there are
rural financial counsellors on the ground. I think it is
probably getting to the time when we may need to be
considering more. I think it is important that the
Premier, as the leader of the state and the leader of the
government, understands the issues that we have and
comes to see East Gippsland and central Gippsland, and
note that it is not just New South Wales and southern
Queensland that are in drought.
I think the member for Gippsland East extended a
similar invitation to the Minister for Agriculture last
night to visit his electorate. I would add to that and
suggest that both the Premier and the Minister for
Agriculture come to both central and East Gippsland to
see the extent of the worsening conditions, and to then
come back to Melbourne and work out what the
government is prepared to do to provide further
assistance. If we do not get significant spring rainfall in
the next six to eight weeks — and the forecast is not
good, according to the bureau — then we will be in for
a serious problem. So it is incumbent on the Premier
and the Minister for Agriculture to visit our region,
understand the issues firsthand and ensure that the
government is ready to provide a response.

Fawkner Primary School
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:19) —
(14 879) My adjournment request is to the Minister for
Education. The action I seek is for the minister to visit
Fawkner Primary School with me. This is one of
500 schools across Victoria that serves free and healthy
Victorian-produced breakfasts. School breakfast clubs
have been providing 50 000 free meals each week at
500 of Victoria’s most disadvantaged schools since
2016. The program has proved to be an outstanding
success. Research has shown that since it started nine
out of 10 teachers have seen improved student
concentration in the classroom; seven out of 10 teachers
have noted improved attendance; and more than eight
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out of 10 teachers have said they now have better
relationships with their students. Those statistics speak
for themselves. The research also found that in 2017,
87 per cent of schools felt they were meeting the
breakfast needs of their students, a dramatic increase
from only 43 per cent who felt they were meeting
breakfast needs prior to the program. That speaks
highly of its importance and significance, particularly in
disadvantaged communities.
The program has been delivered to 18 local schools in
the Broadmeadows electorate. Another reason that I
want to show the minister Fawkner Primary School is
that this is a school that is now in my electorate but was
previously outside of the Broadmeadows district. When
the previous Labor government came up with the
schools regeneration program this was transformative
to the community: $110 million was spent over five
years, it merged 17 schools into nine, and resulted in
17 run-down facilities being replaced with high-quality
new buildings.
A number of these mergers involved co-locating early
childhood facilities with primary schools, which was a
great initiative. These schools have moved from
previously reflecting low aspirations and poor quality
relative to other areas of Melbourne to now being
tangible symbols of high community value and
aspiration. That is the investment and attitude to
education and opportunity that only Labor delivers, and
is critical. The principals in these schools are working
hard to capitalise on the significance of these
investments and to provide lifelong learning and better
opportunities for the families that I represent. I would
like to show the minister just how this could be part of
building the Education State, which he has championed.

Public housing heater replacement
Mr WATT (Burwood) (17:22) — (14 880) My
adjournment matter is to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. I have been contacted by a
number of public housing tenants in my electorate with
regard to open-flue gas heaters. I also note the coroner’s
report yesterday about open-flue gas heaters and note
recommendation 1 that essentially there needs to be a
strategy and a plan to phase out all open-flue
gas heaters.
I note that there are more than 6500 open-flue gas
heaters in public housing across the state. I also note
that I have a little more than 1400 public and social
housing units in my electorate. The issue that I want to
raise is the replacement of those gas heaters, and I call
upon the minister to inform my constituents as to when
that will come about. I have a number of constituents
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that have been told they should stop using them. I note
that the supplier of these particular heaters, Climate
Technologies, who manufacture Vulcan heaters, said in
a statement that it would review the findings. It urged
all households with Vulcan Heritage or Pyrox Heritage
heaters not to use them.
So I have constituents who are being told not to use
these heaters. My constituents have been told by the
department that they probably should not use them and
they have been provided with electric heating. This is
not a suitable long-term solution. I note that my office
has contacted the department today and the information
that the department had was negligible. They were
unable to inform us as to what would be the time line
for the rollout of replacements. This is a very serious
concern for public housing tenants. I note the fact that
the government is spending $1.2 billion on handouts to
property owners who own $3 million properties and are
earning $180 000 a year, while we have public housing
tenants with dangerous gas heaters still installed in their
properties. I know that public housing tenants in my
electorate are very, very concerned about this.
I am getting a number of people contacting me about
these dangerous heaters. I struggle, as a member of
Parliament and as a former public housing tenant, to try
and equate people earning $180 000 in $3 million
properties getting $1.2 billion in handouts from a Labor
government while we have dangerous gas heaters still
in public housing properties. I call upon the minister to
please deal with this. Set out a time line to fix this
problem and let my constituents know what is going on.

Sanitary products goods and services tax
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (17:25) —
(14 881) My adjournment matter is for the Treasurer
and concerns the removal of the GST on sanitary items.
The action I seek is that the Treasurer support removing
the GST on sanitary items at the next Council of
Australian Governments meeting. The fact that these
products have been taxed since 2000 is quite frankly
ridiculous. If items like sunscreen, toothpaste,
lubricants, condoms and even Viagra are exempt, then
why not sanitary items? The revenue generated from
the GST on sanitary items is estimated at around
$30 million — that is $30 million that women in
Australia are forced to pay simply for being women. It
is a tax on our biology and it is fundamentally unfair.
These are essential items that women need, and they
should be available to everyone no matter their
financial situation.
I would like to take this opportunity to also thank the
team at Share the Dignity for all their hard work in
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ensuring that women who are homeless or suffering
from family violence have access to these sanitary
items. On any given night in Australia one in
200 people are homeless, 44 per cent are female and
27 per cent are children under the age of 18. These are
alarming statistics, and family violence is the number
one reason for women finding themselves homeless.
You may see Share the Dignity’s pink-and-white
donation boxes in offices and local shopping centres
during August. I would like to thank Sue Smeaton in
Narre Warren for working so hard to promote this very
worthy cause. I have got a box in my office, and I
encourage all my constituents to come in and donate.
These are very important items for so many women.
With the new leadership in Canberra — what a
mess — especially if it is the socially regressive, far
from inclusive Peter Dutton, it is more important than
ever to keep ScoMo’s promises to abolish the GST on
sanitary items, so I urge the Treasurer to be in full
voice and to ensure that he supports abolishing this
gender-selective tax.

Public transport
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (17:27) — (14 882) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is for the minister to put
in place a long-term plan to transform our ageing,
unreliable public transport network into a reliable,
frequent, high-capacity system. I enjoyed debating with
the minister at the Melbourne town hall the other day,
so what I am about to say probably will not come as
much of a surprise, but the reality is at this moment this
government does not have a transport plan —
Mr Pearson interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon!
Mr HIBBINS — and in fact we have not had a
transport plan for many years. The absence of such a
plan is why we are seeing these mega toll roads like the
West Gate tunnel, which is only there for Transurban.
We see these pop up and we have at times just
piecemeal investment in other forms.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Essendon has
been warned.
Mr HIBBINS — Overcrowding on public transport
is getting worse. I think it is overcrowded even on the
Craigieburn line, which I think runs through the
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member for Essendon’s electorate. It is getting worse,
and there is no long-term plan to improve it.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The SPEAKER (17:28) — Order! I am going to ask
the member for Essendon to leave the chamber for the
period of half an hour.
Honourable member for Essendon withdrew from
chamber.
Mr HIBBINS — Thank you, Speaker. We have put
forward our proposal: extend the Melbourne Metro to
as many people as possible, which — credit where
credit is due — is something that this government has
done, a project that was cancelled by the previous
Liberal government; include an interchange with South
Yarra; extend out to the outer suburbs and Clyde;
electrify out to Melton; and upgrade stations along the
way at South Kensington, Caulfield and South Yarra.
With our population growing we cannot afford to wait
another decade — or, heaven forbid, for another
Liberal government to put the whole thing on ice
again — before we maximise the full potential of the
Melbourne Metro.
We have also put forward our position to start planning
for Melbourne Metro 2 now.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — Member for Burwood, that is
actually the Liberals adopting the Greens policy of
connecting it to South Yarra. You guys cut it out in
2010. You cut it out, and if you had not, we would not
be arguing over it; it would actually be being built right
now. We want to start Melbourne Metro 2 now. This is
a city-defining project that needs to be built over the
next decade to connect those overcrowded lines from
South Morang and Werribee. We need more services,
new trains and high-capacity signalling for those lines;
new stations at Fishermans Bend, essential for that
high-growth area, that massive growth area; a new
station at Fitzroy; and a connection at Parkville. This is
the sustainable alternative to those mega toll roads that
Labor and the Liberals are putting forward and that are
springing up in the absence of a long-term plan to
transform our public transport network. I urge the
government to develop that plan.

Wallan sporting facilities
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (17:30) — (14 883) I wish
to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Local Government, and the action I seek is for her to
seriously give consideration to the funding application
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through the Growing Suburbs Fund by Mitchell shire
for improvements at the Greenhill sports precinct in
Wallan. Wallan has been a socially disadvantaged area
in the past. It is rapidly changing now with population
growth, but it still needs support for improved sport and
leisure facilities, whether for organised or passive
recreation. I have been pleased to secure funding of
$421 000 for a female-friendly pavilion for the second
oval at Greenhill Reserve, and I was rapt to open that
on 12 April this year. Also in this year’s budget was
$150 000 for the planning for aquatics facilities at
Greenhill Reserve, and I have also been able to secure
funding for the synthetic bowling green at the bowls
club. I want to commend the bowls club for submitting
an application for Pick My Project. I know that they are
going really hard to try and get lights over their greens
to expand usage there.
The council have also applied for improvements in the
ovals. For oval 1 they are seeking $90 000 for drainage
works, $280 000 for sports lighting and $150 000 to
improve the changing rooms to make them more
inclusive and female friendly, as has been done at
oval 2. At oval 2 they are looking for irrigation and
drainage work of $390 000, some perimeter fencing
and access improvements. For the netball courts they
are looking for lighting for two currently unlit courts.
There are also cricket net renewal and playground
renewal improvements required. It is really across a
range of sports, both passive and organised sport.
While I am on my feet, I would like to congratulate
10-year-old Logan Kemp, who plays for the Wallan
Junior Football Club. He did not just play a key role in
the under-11 premiership win last Sunday against
Mernda but showed amazing sportsmanship by
stopping to commiserate with a Mernda player who
was shattered at his loss. Logan knew how that felt
because he had lost last year. It shows that great things
are happening at Wallan junior football and netball
clubs, and I urge the minister to consider this.

Natural disaster information sharing
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (17:33) — (14 884) My
adjournment matter is for the Special Minister of State
in the other place. The action I seek is for the minister
to provide details of how government agencies can
share information on victims who have been affected at
times of natural disaster in light of the strict provisions
in the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014. Following
the devastating fires in Polwarth this year on
St Patrick’s Day it is becoming apparent that the
government has a greater role to play in facilitating the
recovery of many communities, particularly those
across the Moyne and Corangamite shires. I have
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spoken to many agencies and support services who are
working across the region. It is becoming apparent that
without a consolidated and available list of people and
families who have suffered loss it is near impossible to
get the right information and support to people that
need it. Despite many visits and contacts with people
across the devastated area, still more people come to the
fore, and without the people who need to know
knowing who needs help, help cannot be given.
Agencies that are seeking to assess loss, calculate
compensation and provide financial support, food and
mental health and general wellbeing support are all
being hampered severely in their jobs. It is certainly
clear to me that at such a devastating time in a person’s
life, such as the aftermath of a horrific fire, where your
home is lost, your farm is lost, your business is lost and
your community is lost, it is almost impossible to
expect that person, those communities, those people, to
have the capacity to fully and actively advocate
effectively on their own behalf and on that of their
community. Particularly in a farming context, people
lose their homes, workplaces and their sense of
community. Fighting a secretive bureaucracy is an
added burden that is not wanted. It frustrates the
recovery process and it means that people are sitting at
home, often around their kitchen tables, in their living
rooms, in their sheds and on their farms in complete
despair not knowing where to go.
I had the very unfortunate situation only in the last week
of visiting with support workers many of these people,
only today to get a phone call from a family that was
only 100 metres away from me and the people I was
with, and yet we did not know they were there. It is
disappointing that people such as I and other support
people that might be able to advocate for and work with
people just do not have access to those who need help. It
is something that could be simplified and sorted. Local
council has access to the information but cannot share it.
Power companies who have had homes disconnected
know who has been devastated but cannot share that
information. Insurance companies have bits of
information and cannot share it. It is left in the hands of
people to try and pull it together, but it is an impossible
task when communities are so devastated and so
distracted with the enormity of their recovery task.

Edgars Creek Secondary College
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (17:36) —
(14 885) My adjournment matter is for the Treasurer
and is in regard to the new Edgars Creek Secondary
College and the need to build stages 2 and 3 of this
newly opened school. The action I seek is for the
Treasurer to visit with me Edgars Creek Secondary
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College to tour the state-of-the-art, beautiful building
that students have moved into this term but also for him
to see firsthand how important it is to have stages 2 and
3 built as soon as possible. The former Liberal
government did not fund one new school in the
growing suburbs of Epping and Wollert, and to address
the urgent need the Andrews Labor government
worked very hard to open this school well ahead of
time on the first day of first term this year. In fact the
school opened at a different site and buses were paid for
to transport students to a vacant section of Mernda
Central College. I thank the member for Yan Yean,
who is sitting over there.
Labor listened to parents who were desperately trying
to find a secondary school for their children. Edgars
Creek Secondary College is now open at the
Epping-Wollert site and has 90 year 7 foundation
students who are working so hard along with teachers
and staff under the excellent leadership of the principal,
Joanne Camozzato. But more and more families are
moving into newly built homes every day, and the
school needs more space and all the facilities for
21st-century learning. They can only be delivered in
stages 2 and 3 of the project, so I ask that the Treasurer
visit the school community to discuss their concerns
sometime this year.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(17:38) — I am delighted to respond to the matter
raised by the member for Prahran. I know the Minister
for Planning in particular will be listening in his office
and will be very keen for me to keep my remarks brief,
which will be a challenge because there is so much to
tell the member for Prahran about what is going on in
the public transport portfolio. But I will do my best to
be brief.
I did have a sneak preview of the member for Prahran’s
adjournment debate action request when we were
together on Monday a week ago at the Melbourne town
hall for our metropolitan transport forum debate, and I
appreciate the manner in which the member for Prahran
conducted himself during that debate. It is a shame the
same could not be said for the shadow Minister for
Public Transport, who did not perform with such grace
and dignity. In the member for Prahran’s contribution
then and indeed today he called for a long-term plan for
our public transport network, and I am absolutely
delighted to tell the member for Prahran that that is
exactly what the Andrews Labor government has been
delivering over the past nearly four years now. Can I
flag to the member for Prahran that we intend to
continue the approach we have taken over that period of
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time if given the opportunity to do so beyond
24 November.
I can point to so many examples of the $30 billion of
investment that we are making in the portfolio. The one
outstanding example I will highlight is that this Sunday
the member for Yan Yean and I and many others in her
local community will be up there at Mernda celebrating
the operationalisation of the Mernda rail line. The
member for Prahran can jump on one of the 984 new
weekly services that will be running to and from
Mernda from Sunday and experience what a transport
plan looks like. It looks like real projects on the ground
being delivered.
But I understand where the member for Prahran is
coming from on this matter. He wants to see a pipeline.
He wants to see this effort continued and maintained
and going on into the future. That is why the Andrews
Labor government has committed to the Hurstbridge
line works, of which you are very fond, Speaker. I
know you are very fond of that Hurstbridge line project,
Hurstbridge line stage 2. We can only have a stage 2
because the Andrews Labor government has delivered
stage 1.
We are working with the Waurn Ponds community on
expanding passenger rail services there through
infrastructure upgrades. We have got many, many more
plans in the pipeline. We have already announced our
airport regional rail project with a preference to go
through Sunshine so we can bring the regions closer to
Victoria’s airport. Of course there is so much more that
has been going on behind the scenes around policy
reform that has put passengers at the front and centre of
every single thing we have done in this portfolio.
I said I would endeavour to be brief, and I will. I can
assure the member for Prahran, who has urged us to
have a plan and to continue this long-term investment,
that we will stick to it. We are absolutely determined to
stick to it because we know it is the right thing for
public transport users, the right thing for a growing
Melbourne and Victoria and the right thing because it
creates so many jobs across Victoria as well.
The remaining nine members raised matters for various
ministers, and they will be referred to them for their
action and response.
The SPEAKER — The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.41 p.m. until Tuesday,
4 September.
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