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Thursday, 21 February 2019
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.
Petitions
Following petitions presented to house by Clerk:
AGL CRIB POINT GAS TERMINAL
We, the undersigned, call on the Legislative Assembly of Victoria to reject AGL’s proposal to transport liquid
natural gas from all over the world to a Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU) moored to the Crib Point
Jetty on Westernport Bay for the following reasons:
1.

The potential risk of a significant and devastating fire/explosion event

2.

The potential for ships under “flags of convenience” transporting the LNG to be: poorly maintained;
staffed with cheap, foreign labour and bringing marine pests to a sensitive ecosystem

3.

It risks permanent damage to delicately balanced marine life, birdlife, seagrasses and mangroves in an
area that is an internationally recognized Ramsar listed wetland and UNESCO designated biosphere
reserve

4.

Pollution (air, noise and light) contaminating both the immediate and regional communities

5.

The potential negative impact on local businesses dependent on tourism and fishing

6.

Construction of approx. 60klm pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham disrupting landowners and the
environment and with its own inherent risks

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (2383 signatures).
MICKLEHAM ROAD DUPLICATION
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The Petition of certain citizens of Greenvale draws to the attention of the House issues relating to the need to
duplicate Mickleham Road from Somerton Road to Craigieburn Road. The current road does not meet the
needs of the volume of traffic utilising it and is a safety concern.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria begin the process of putting into
place the planning for and construction of the road.

By Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (350 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition lodged by member for Hastings on 20 February be considered next day
on motion of Mr BURGESS (Hastings).
Ordered that petition lodged by member for Hastings be considered next day on motion of
Mr BURGESS (Hastings).
Documents
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme—Actuarial Investigation as at 30 June 2018
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003—Government response to the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee’s Report on the Inquiry into career advice activities in Victorian schools.
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Business of the house
ADJOURNMENT
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (09:35):
I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 5 March 2019.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
2009 VICTORIAN BUSHFIRES
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (09:36): On Monday, 4 February, I attended the state
commemoration of the 10th anniversary of the 2009 Victorian bushfires at the Royal Exhibition
Building, Carlton. The date of 7 February 2009 is forever etched in our minds. The combined effects
of these fires are acknowledged as the worst on record, and the day has since been named Black
Saturday. The fires caused 173 fatalities and destroyed more than 2133 residences. The fires also
decimated a number of townships, including Marysville and Kinglake. I pause here to acknowledge
the important work of the Victorian Bushfire Reconstruction and Recovery Authority to rebuild these
communities and the others affected by the fires.
The death toll in some of the small communities affected by the bushfires was staggering. Strathewen
had a population of just a couple of hundred people when the bushfires swept through, killing some
27 people. The courage of the first responders—around 4000 of them—will never be forgotten.
Emergency services men and women, volunteers and everyday heroes fought to protect lives and
homes despite the odds being stacked against them. I acknowledge that many of these people still bear
the burdens physically, emotionally and financially. I recently met with trauma psychologist Dr Rob
Gordon, a consultant to the Victorian emergency recovery plan, and I commend him on his great work
with survivors.
I also want to commend former Premier John Brumby for his leadership in establishing the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission. One of the poignant moments, I think, for those who attended
the state commemoration was the former Premier’s acknowledgement of and bowing to the bereaved
that were in attendance. It was an honour and a humbling experience to be invited to commemorate
with the bereaved, the survivors, the first responders and members of the community. I express my
deepest sorrow on the eve of the 10th anniversary of the 2009 Victorian bushfires.
MEMBER CONDUCT
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (09:37): This statement condemns Labor MPs’ incredible lack of integrity
and accountability to the public in failing to cooperate with a fraud and extortion squad investigation
over the red shirts rorts. The Premier promised the Victorian public on 28 July 2018, four months
before the state election, that ‘Everybody should cooperate and everybody will’ in response to a
question about whether Labor MPs would cooperate with Victoria Police.
It is a different story three months after the election. Victoria Police have advised that 16 Labor MPs
have refused to be interviewed. Sixteen Labor MPs being on the same page, agreeing to do the same
thing, does not happen accidentally. Sixteen MPs being unwilling to talk to Victoria Police is an
orchestrated effort—a coordinated, well-managed strategy of denial, just like the red shirts rorts
themselves were a coordinated, well-managed and strategic con to misuse at least $480 000 of
parliamentary electorate allowances. This does not even include the more than 1 million taxpayer
dollars the Andrews government spent in the previous term on taking the Ombudsman to court to stop
her from investigating. While Labor members speak about integrity and accountability with one side
of their mouth, their conduct over the rorts investigations shows contempt for the police process,
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contempt for honest and open governance and contempt for the Victorian taxpayer, who they have
rorted from.
WYNDHAM CITIZENS ACADEMY
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (09:38): I rise to inform the house of the Wyndham Citizens Academy’s recent visit to
Parliament. This exciting program is run by the Wyndham Community and Education Centre from
my electorate of Werribee. Eleven leaders from local multicultural groups were treated to a tour of our
Parliament and observed our democracy in action. I was delighted to answer their questions about the
role of Parliament as our primary lawmaking body, a place where diverse voices come together to
pursue the common interest.
The Wyndham Citizens Academy connects leaders from Wyndham’s diverse communities with
institutions that work with the law to learn more about the justice system. It is part of the Andrews
Labor government’s investment in community support networks, which recognises that community
safety means giving communities a real sense of ownership in local crime prevention measures. It is
hard to imagine what Wyndham would be like without the contribution of people from diverse cultures
who have made their community and their home in Wyndham. That is why it is fantastic to see
involvement from all cross-sections of the Wyndham community. I want to thank the Wyndham
Community and Education Centre for their continued work in fostering inclusion and engagement in
my electorate.
TIMBER INDUSTRY
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (09:40): East Gippsland’s timber industry has taken another hit to
its long-term sustainability because of the state government’s inaction and incompetence. Mill
workers, truck drivers and harvesters in East Gippsland are still waiting for the Andrews government
to sign off on the critical timber release plan that is long overdue. Without a road map of timber
availability in the industry, hundreds of people in East Gippsland who rely on it to pay the bills and
support their families are in limbo. To rub salt into these wounds, protesters were able to illegally halt
timber harvesting recently for seven days because it took that long for the department to get a
compliance officer to attend the site. The officer resolved the issue in a day and a half, but why did it
take this long to act? The Labor government’s anti-timber green ideology is destroying confidence in
Victoria’s timber industry and threatening the jobs of up to 50 000 Victorians.
DROUGHT ASSISTANCE
Mr T BULL: In October 2018 the Andrews government announced $2.2 million to assist families
with children attending government schools with the cost of uniforms, shoes and other items as part
of drought measures. The Minister for Education has rejected my request to extend this assistance
measure to include children from farming families who attend independent and Catholic schools. By
not providing access to this assistance, the Andrews government is discriminating against farming
families who have their children at non-government schools. A second aspect of this package that
requires a rethink is that it is not properly targeted. Many of the families receiving it are not dependent
on farming, while farmers without school-age children receive no benefit at all. The drought
infrastructure grant also needs a rethink. Farmers have to provide a matching contribution, but many
do not have that money.
RODNEY ELMS
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(09:41): Today I pay tribute to Rod Elms, a much-respected and loved member of the Portarlington
community who passed away on 6 February 2019, someone who I got to know very well over the last
16 years and someone I called a friend. I enjoyed working and laughing with him.
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Rodney John Elms was born in Melbourne on 21 May 1945 and grew up in Reservoir. He attended
Westgarth Central School and then Northcote High School and University High School. Leaving
school, Rod went to teachers college, which not only set him on his lifelong career of teaching but it
was also where he met the love of his life, his wife-to-be, Tina. On 20 February 1965 Rod and Tina
married and subsequently had four much-loved daughters, Sally, Belinda, Katharine and Elizabeth. In
later years they were blessed with many grandchildren, who Rod adored.
Teaching took Rod and Tina to many parts of Victoria, including from the late 1970s Portarlington
and Queenscliff and then as vice-principal of St Leonards Primary School. He was always passionate
about education, and he was a strong advocate for the now beautifully and fully refurbished
Portarlington Primary School.
He was also a passionate sportsman. He played cricket and football in his early years and, on arriving
in Portarlington, joined the cricket club, where he remained an active member. He enjoyed his golf at
Portarlington and was also an active and highly respected member.
He always worked hard for the betterment of the Portarlington community. In 2009 he joined the local
Port Report newspaper, where he teamed up with Lindsay Ellis, forming a formidable and enduring
partnership.
My condolences to Tina and her family on their loss. Vale, Rod Elms, a true community champion
who will be sadly missed.
MORNINGTON PENINSULA PLANNING
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (09:43): On the first sitting day of this Parliament I raised an
adjournment matter for the Minister for Planning regarding a proposed Kaufland supermarket in
Mornington. The issue revolved around the appointment of a special committee, removing normal
carriage of the planning process from Mornington Peninsula Shire Council. On 13 February, almost
two months later, I received a response—and not the sort of response I would have expected from this
minister. The minister advised, and I quote:
As the public notification process is still ongoing, I encourage you or any of your constituents affected by this
amendment to participate in this process by providing a written submission by 1 February 2019.

Really handy advice, that: suggesting written submissions should be lodged by 1 February, but given
on 13 February—an ingenious way to avoid hearing any opposing views. The minister also claimed
that the process does not seek the rezoning of the land. That is just complete nonsense. The amendment
proposes changes to the specific controls overlay for part of the land and the inclusion of an
incorporated document to the Mornington Peninsula planning scheme, dramatically changing the
permitted use of this site. Surely the minister understands that changing what is permitted on the site,
even if you do not change the name of the zone, is a rezoning.
Finally, the minister claims his approach ‘does not negate Mornington Peninsula shire’s role in the
process’; perhaps, Minister, but it does remove them from any decision-making role—more nonsense.
I again call on the minister to reconsider his position on this matter and return the planning powers to
the elected representatives of the local community.
ANDREW TRESIDDER
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (09:44): I would like to recognise a few members of my
electorate who have recently had some milestone achievements, but firstly can I recognise Andrew
Tresidder, who was this week mentioned in the Moreland Leader. He was awarded the shared best
male actor award at the Tropfest short film festival. Andrew was recognised for his role in the short
film titled Comican’t, one of the 16 titles short-listed at Tropfest.
The short film has been recognised for showcasing the great talents of actors with disabilities and
promoting diversity in the film industry. Andrew spoke to ABC News about how he hoped the film
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would be a stepping stone for creating more opportunities for actors with disabilities. He stated that he
had been involved in many films; however, this is one of the first ones that he has starred in. At other
times he has been an extra. Congratulations on this fantastic achievement, Andrew.
AUSTRALIA DAY AWARDS
Ms BLANDTHORN: I would also like to acknowledge the achievements of Pascoe Vale
constituents who recently received Australia Day honours. Diana Travis received an OAM. She is a
Pascoe Vale Indigenous activist who has long fought for the rights of Aboriginal people in Australia,
campaigning for the 1967 referendum and native title. She has spoken regularly on issues such as
domestic violence and reform in the Family Court. Sue Giles received an AM. She is a Coburg local
who was recognised for her work at the Polyglot Theatre for children as a co-chief executive officer.
MATT VINCITORIO
Ms BLANDTHORN: I would also like to acknowledge a long-time Hadfield resident, Matt
Vincitorio, who celebrated his 80th birthday last week. Matt is president of the Glenroy Italian senior
citizens group. Matt has worked tirelessly for many years to contribute to a positive sense of
multiculturalism and inclusivity in the Hadfield community.
LUNAR NEW YEAR
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (09:46): I congratulate the Monash Chinese Events Organising
Committee for organising another spectacular Lunar New Year celebration at Glen Waverley last
Sunday. It was a beautiful Melbourne day and was once again a very spectacular event, with large
crowds in attendance to watch the festival, especially the dragon display and lion dancing. I
congratulate the committee president, Vincent Chow, committee members and all involved in putting
on this great event.
FOREST HILL ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr ANGUS: Earlier this month the Minister for Education noted during question time the very
important approach of matching election commitments. During the election campaign the current
government promised no funding for schools in the Forest Hill district. This is in stark contrast to the
opposition, who promised Vermont Primary School $4.8 million, Orchard Grove Primary School
$2.3 million and Livingstone Primary School $250 000. I now call on the Minister for Education to
match these election commitments, and I look forward to hearing from him regarding this important
education funding.
ST JAMES PRIMARY SCHOOL, VERMONT
Mr ANGUS: It was a great pleasure to attend the morning assembly at St James Primary School
in Vermont recently to present the school leadership badges, including to the school captains, other
captains, school leaders and the student representative council members. I congratulate all the student
leaders on their appointment and wish them and their fellow students, the school staff and the wider
school community well for the 2019 year.
CAMELOT RISE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr ANGUS: Last Monday I had the great pleasure of attending the morning assembly at Camelot
Rise Primary School in Glen Waverley to present the school leadership badges, including to the school
captains, house captains and other school leaders. I congratulate all the school leaders on their
important appointment and wish them and their fellow students, the school staff and the wider school
community well for the 2019 year. I also welcome Mr Matthew Coney as the new school principal
and wish him every success in his new role.
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LAND TAX
Mr ANGUS: Victorians are currently receiving their 2018 land tax assessment notices and are
seeing huge increases in their land tax bills. These extraordinary increases reflect the results of the
reckless and irresponsible financial management and spending of the Victorian government. (Time
expired)
LUNAR NEW YEAR
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (09:47): I congratulate the Asian Business Association of Whitehorse
(ABAW) for organising another Chinese New Year Festival at Box Hill on Saturday, 2 February, and
thank the government for their $50 000 contribution towards this fantastic celebration. For over
15 years the association has provided support and leadership to the many Chinese businesses across
Whitehorse and has been the driving force behind the New Year Festival. I congratulate ABAW
president Tom Zheng, committee members and all involved in putting on this great celebration. I
would particularly like to thank the Premier and my many parliamentary colleagues who helped
celebrate this special occasion.
TREVOR EDDY
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Trevor Eddy for being recently named the City of Whitehorse
Citizen of the Year. Trevor is active in a number of community groups, including being board
president of Burke and Beyond, a disability services and support organisation located throughout the
eastern suburbs. It was a pleasure to meet Trevor, as well as the Burke and Beyond staff and students
at their Next Step Blackburn program last week. The Next Step program is actively focused on
promoting independence in everyday life, and the Blackburn program has developed an outstanding
reputation for its support of young people through the transition from the school environment to the
adult community.
HASTINGS ELECTORATE CRIME
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (09:49): Local residents in my electorate are fed up with rising local
crime and the complete lack of support by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and this
government for our hardworking and dedicated local police. Our local police are stretched far too
thinly with the huge range of things they are tasked with that they simply do not have time to do the
things local residents need them to do. Domestic violence, which is the number one priority of our
police, can take as much as 50 per cent of an officer’s time. While it should be our first priority because
people’s lives are at risk—the argument is not that it is the wrong priority—the argument is that up to
half of police resources are taken up by that one area, despite increased population and rising drug use
and associated offences.
Zero additional numbers of police have been provided to the Hastings area since the election of the
Andrews government. There simply are not enough police officers to adequately protect my
community. It does not take a genius to work out that if you do not have enough police to attend and
take a report, there often is no crime recorded and the police minister’s stats go down. Great work,
Minister. The truth of the claims by the Premier and his minister of lessening crime just do not equate
to the lived experience of Victorians, and there is no question about that being the case.
Premier and Minister, my community is not going to accept the high crime rates. Over the last two
months there have been a number of very well-attended meetings in my area around my community
in response to growing frustration by local communities. They are sick and tired of being surrounded
by crime and being told it does not exist. I have told my community that vigilantism is not on, but that
is not the only action communities can take into their own hands. In fact by letting police know what
their expectations are they can then measure police and their performance against that.
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AUSTRALIA DAY AWARDS
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne) (09:50): I rise today to congratulate many of my constituents in the
Cranbourne electorate for receiving 2019 Holt Australia Day awards, presented by the
Honourable Anthony Byrne, the federal member for Holt. I am proud of their great work on behalf of
Cranbourne, and their commitment to the community is not lost on me. I am constantly humbled by
these wonderful people and the work that they do for the community. Their work changes lives. I
could only do them justice by naming them all and recognising their efforts; Sepal Patel, Alex and
Vianney Clark, Sakatter Singh, Shirley Aloe, Michelle La-Brooy, Brad Scicluna, the team and
volunteers of the Cranbourne little aths centre, the volunteer group at Hampton Park Community
House, Julie Cini, Allaudin Bakhtani, Anthony Tassone, David Haynes, Bill McMartin, Stuart
Merrick, all the amazing volunteers of the Cranbourne food truck, Simon Stafrace, Stacey Herring,
Sukhwinder Kaur and Danielle Johnson.
I count myself exceptionally fortunate to have been able to present a small token recognising the many
years of sacrifice that they make to benefit our community. It is their knowledge, skills and judgment
that truly inspire many others in our community, including myself. To all of those volunteers, I thank
you once again for all your work. I look forward to working with you in the future. You add so much
to the community of Cranbourne. We could not be luckier than to have you and the extraordinary
contributions you make.
PAT BIGHAM, OAM
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (09:52): It is an absolute pleasure to rise today to congratulate Ms Pat
Bigham of Gruyere, in the Evelyn electorate, for being awarded the Medal of the Order of Australia
this year in the Australia Day honours list for her tireless volunteer contribution to Legacy. On her
award, Pat said:
It’s never been work for me, it’s been fun, so I can’t understand the fuss.

Her comment truly encapsulates what an amazing and selfless woman Pat is—a farmer,
businesswoman, 40-year CFA volunteer firefighter and Legacy volunteer, and an absolute rock in our
local community.
MOUNT EVELYN RSL AND LILYDALE RSL
Ms VALLENCE: I sincerely congratulate both Mount Evelyn RSL and Lilydale RSL, in the
Evelyn electorate, for recently celebrating exceptional milestones of formation 50 and 100 years ago
respectively. I would particularly like to commend presidents Roger Boness and Don Parsons and all
the RSL volunteers on the important role they play in our community, providing much-needed welfare
to their members, who may at times feel isolated or need a helping hand, such as handiwork around
the home or driving members to and from medical appointments.
RALPH GOODE RESERVE, LILYDALE
Ms VALLENCE: The future of our local community in the Evelyn electorate is bright with young
people like Amelie Sutherland, Keely Miutescu and Jean-Pascal Sebire, former students of Lilydale
Primary School who were responsible for the renaming of the Lilydale Cenotaph area as the Ralph
Goode Reserve, commemorating Ralph Goode, MBE, for his significant contribution as a volunteer
in World War I.
SEBASTOPOL
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (09:53): At the heart of my electorate of Buninyong is a fantastic place
named Sebastopol. Sebastopol is a vibrant community of working people and small business owners,
and it is home to many young families and retirees alike. Sebastopol is the second-most populated area
in urban Ballarat and is a vital part of our community. I have spent many happy days in Sebastopol. Some
of my happiest mornings have been at Sebastopol Primary School as a breakfast club volunteer, and I
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have been happy doing my CFA minimum skills training at Sebastopol CFA and enjoying the
camaraderie and skill of the players at the Sebastopol football netball club, the mighty Burra.
The Sebastopol community is a proud one. However, it is a community that has been neglected for
too long. That is why today I am pleased to inform the house and the residents of Sebastopol that work
has begun to put the spotlight back on Sebas. Premier Andrews could see the need to invest in this
proud and strong community and has allocated $5 million to revitalise the community—and it is the
community that knows best.
I am pleased to inform the house that I have commenced work on a suburb-wide community
engagement plan to ensure that everyone gets their say. Work on upgrades to the Sebastopol Library
is complete, but I want to let those in Sebas know that this is just the start. Over the coming weeks I
will be out pounding the streets, knocking on doors, talking to residents and hosting a community
speak-out to listen to ideas and feedback directly from the residents of Sebas. I want to make sure that
the best outcomes are achieved for residents, with local voices as the principal guide for how the
money is spent. It is their community.
MILDURA ELECTORATE COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (09:55): Last week I visited Birchip and met with East Wimmera Health
Service board members Howard Mills, Robyn Ferrier and Simone Christie and CEO Trevor Adem to
hear about progress on the construction of the new Birchip hospital. It was great to hear about the
journey to date, and I look forward to seeing the new facility, which I know is going to be so important
to the lives and health of people in Birchip.
Can I also mention Joe Collins from Woomelang. Joe is one of the 50 young people selected to
participate in this year’s Heywire Regional Youth Summit, hosted by the ABC in Canberra. Joe has
done a lot of work in Woomelang to promote and protect endangered species of the region and has
promoted the use of murals and local art to help small towns like Woomelang. Congratulations to
Joe—and I know he did us all, and especially Woomelang, very proud in Canberra.
Lastly, can I congratulate Dan McLoughlan and the team at Southern Mallee Matters, a grassroots
community group based in the southern Mallee. I met Dan during the 2018 election campaign and was
blown away by the depth and breadth of the work that he and his team are doing to advocate for and
innovate in communities like Birchip, Wycheproof, Sea Lake and Hopetoun.
What do all of these people have in common? They all exemplify how vibrant, forward thinking and
progressive our Mallee towns are. They are challenging the narrative of decline and despair through
their innovation and progress. I am very much looking forward to working with them on that journey.
WESTERN SUBURBS HEALTH SERVICES
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (09:56): Recently I joined 50 very excited midwives and nurses
from Western Health for a very special sneak peek at the new Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s
Hospital. It was fantastic to see the frontline staff see their new workplace and also to hear the feedback
from the midwives and nurses, including how they felt about the new hospital, in particular the stateof-the-art facilities, which will provide families and staff with comfort, flexibility and ease of mind.
We were all taken aback at the large private rooms and especially the LED starry night ceiling, which
I know will be a hit with the children.
We are very excited that this hospital will be opened this year. We saw firsthand multiple birthing
suites, the special care nursery and specialist equipment also installed. Most importantly, we all know
that the west is growing each day. Just last year we had 5000 births at Sunshine Hospital, including in
just the last couple of months more than 500 babies born in the west.
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We did not waste time when the Andrews Labor government was elected in 2014. We made sure to
invest in health care in the west. We are also providing another $30 million for an emergency
department.
SAID SIDAOUI
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (09:58): I pay tribute to Mr Said Sidaoui, a great man who lived
his life true to his very strong beliefs, a man of great heart and conviction. Sadly, Mr Sidaoui passed
away on Saturday, 16 February, at the age of 94. Mr Sidaoui was an extraordinary man. His early life
in Lebanon was hard. He migrated to Australia from Lebanon in order to start a fresh new life for
himself and his future family. Like many migrants to Australia, he arrived with nothing, but he built
up a strong business and contributed so much to Victoria, socially and economically.
I first met Mr Sidaoui as a child. My father and Mr Sidaoui were long-time friends, meeting in a hostel
in Brunswick where new migrants were accommodated and where my father, a young apprentice, also
found accommodation after leaving his home town of Donald to work.
Mr Sidaoui was the first to introduce Middle Eastern food to Melbourne. He opened the first Lebanese
restaurant, Lebanese House, a place I remember as a child. This place was a much-loved institution
for new migrants from the Middle East as well as political activists of the time from all backgrounds.
It was a place to meet and discuss politics and plan protests and campaigns and a contact point for new
migrants where Mr Sidaoui, through his networks, provided jobs and places to live.
Mr Sidaoui was a socialist and an unwavering and fierce advocate for the Palestinian people, human
rights and justice. In recent times I reconnected with Mr Sidaoui, often meeting with him and his
friends for Saturday lunch at Toto’s. I was privileged to have a seat at his table to listen to and
participate in passionate discussions on progressive politics and views on Australian, international and
Middle Eastern issues.
Mr Sidaoui is survived by his five loving children, Omar, Salam, Huda, Maha and Jemal. I give them
my condolences.
BANYAN FIELDS KINDERGARTEN
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (09:59): Every child should have the best start in life, with access to
safe, quality early childhood services and support to learn, play and grow. I want to acknowledge all
the wonderful kinders in my electorate, their staff, the educators, the volunteers, the families and
particularly the kids. Last year Nicole Bechaz, a kinder teacher from Banyan Fields Kindergarten in
Carrum Downs, was named Early Childhood Teacher of the Year for her exceptional work in leading
an extraordinary team that supports 150 children, many with additional needs. And the inaugural
Emeritus Professor Collette Tayler Excellence in Educational Leadership Award was awarded to
Community Kinders Plus for its leading learning and teaching practices that support children
experiencing disadvantage at services across Frankston and the Mornington Peninsula.
We know how important kinder is. Kinder sets up our kids for life, and that is why the Andrews Labor
government is leading the way. Here in Victoria we are introducing universal access to three-year-old
kinder, and Bill Shorten and the federal Labor Party have committed to funding two years of kinder
from 2021 because it is the right thing to do.
The contrast could not be starker. The Abbott-Turnbull-Dutton-Morrison-led federal Liberal
government cannot even commit to fund their share of four-year-old kinder, funding for which runs
out at the end of the year. Every year for the past four years I have been calling on the federal Liberal
government to commit to four-year-old kinder, and I have been calling on those opposite to stand up
for Victorian kids.
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Not committing to this funding is mean. It is unfair and it is also short-sighted. Every dollar invested
in kinder has a massive return on investment. Setting our kids up and giving them the best start is what
good governments do. Our kids deserve it. (Time expired)
RED HILL CONSOLIDATED SCHOOL
Mr BRAYNE (Nepean) (10:01): As everyone here already knows, schools are a huge priority for
me. I have hit the ground running in visiting the many great schools we have down in Nepean. Last
week I was lucky enough to visit two schools. Principal Leanne Marshall was kind enough to show me
around Red Hill Consolidated School, a really tight-knit community that has about 600 students. The
teachers are second to none. It is a really great environment for kids to grow up in. It was fun; I had
never experienced this before. When I visited the school, I said to their assembly, ‘Good morning,
everyone’, and they all replied, ‘Good morning, Chris’. So for all the new MPs, you have got to try that
at schools. While the facilities express a more tired feeling, it is a school that has a really proud history
and that has consistent enrolment of new students, which shows the trust parents have in this school.
ROSEBUD SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr BRAYNE: Principal Lisa Holt was kind enough to invite me to Rosebud Secondary College.
There I was shown around by four student leaders: Kaylah, Alana, Amy and Maddy Waters—or, as
she is known to her friends, ‘Muddy Waters’. The students at Rosebud love their school, and it shows.
Their knowledge of the facilities, the positive culture and the close relationship built up with the
teachers and their principal was incredibly encouraging. Many of Rosebud’s students even came in on
their school holidays to help paint the buildings. When I was in school, I spent my school holidays
watching episodes of Seinfeld. These kids are leaders of the future, and I am lucky enough to have
both of these schools in my electorate.
ELTHAM DANDENONG JUNIOR BASKETBALL TOURNAMENT
Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:02): Congratulations to Eltham Wildcats Basketball Club on yet another
successful Eltham Dandenong Junior Basketball Tournament held over the Australia Day weekend.
This annual tournament has grown since its inception in 1974 into the largest junior basketball
competition in the world, featuring more than 13 500 participants playing with more than 1400 teams,
including all-abilities teams.
Players and their families descend on Eltham and Dandenong communities to play over 5000 games
of basketball in just a few days. As well as being a fantastic community event, it is also a strong boost
for our local economy, with the Wildcats employing 15 staff throughout summer to prepare for this
exciting tournament, and local cafes, shops and streets brim with an eclectic, colourful mix of
basketball uniforms from all over Australia and beyond. Over the long weekend more than 20 jobs are
created in addition to the 500-plus referees.
And of course, nothing could occur without the dedication and hard work of an army of coaches, team
managers, support crews and parents and guardians. On behalf of our community, I thank the
hardworking Eltham Wildcats CEO, Greg Jeffers; tournament director Peter Meehan; Jordan
Canovan; Connor Matthews; Alicia Vengust; Adam Currie; Jacob Burnham; Sophie Foote; Sue Cross;
David Hickman; Bianca Ananiev; Shane Palmer, Sharon Halden; Megan Velo; Anthea Cochrane; Des
Buchan; Steve Chadd; Leighton Lewis; Ange and Tony Bearzatto; Lorraine Harris; Adam Bell; Emily
Davies and all others involved in organising this amazing tournament.
ST MARGARET’S ANGLICAN CHURCH
Ms WARD: The week in which we commemorated the 10th anniversary of the 2009 bushfires was
a challenge for many of us. I was grateful to be able to go to Eltham’s St Margaret’s Anglican Church
on a warm Thursday night to find chairs nestled under beautiful trees and listen to a service
acknowledging the aching suffering caused by Black Saturday and all that happened that horrible week.
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I thank Reverend Keren Terpstra and her St Margaret’s community, who put together such a beautiful
and thoughtful service. I also thank former St Margaret’s reverend Clem Taplin for her measured and
meaningful words during the service.
Thank you, St Margaret’s, for what for me was a restorative service after a hard week, particularly
Kathleen Toal, Faye Gravenall, Coralie Carew, Catherine Pearson, Margaret Charles— (Time expired)
LUNAR NEW YEAR
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (10:04): I recently attended a number of events with Melbourne’s muchvalued Chinese community. The Australia China Cultural Arts and Education Exchange Association
hosted a children’s art exhibition at Ashwood High School in my electorate. This was a celebration
not just of the artistic contribution of young Chinese Australians; it coincided of course with the Lunar
New Year and the commencement of the year of the pig.
I was also honoured to attend a celebration hosted by the Asian Business Association of Whitehorse
and its president, Tom Zheng. Mr Zheng is feisty, passionate and energetic—classic hallmarks of the
community he represents. Also in attendance were the Premier, the current Prime Minister and the
next Prime Minister. Labor’s candidate for Chisholm, Jennifer Yang, gave a great speech
acknowledging her Chinese ancestry and her love of Australia. Astonishingly, the current member for
Chisholm was not in attendance. It appears she has walked off the reservation for good.
I also enjoyed an address by the Minister for Multicultural Affairs at the Melbourne City Chinese New
Year dinner. The Treasurer and the Lord Mayor, Sally Capp, also spoke and correctly acknowledged
and celebrated the Chinese community’s importance to Melbourne. Since the gold rush this
community has made an enormous contribution to Victoria. Their success has come through hard
work, entrepreneurial zeal and an incredible commitment to education. As we enter the Lunar New
Year it is an opportunity for us all to congratulate them for everything they have achieved. To the
entire Chinese community I say, xin nian kuai le.
VICTORIA STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE CHELSEA UNIT
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (10:05): I rise to pay tribute to the Chelsea SES and their
wonderful volunteers on the work that they do in our local community. We are looking forward in the
coming months to trying to find land to secure their new building facilities. I thank them for their
outstanding work.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(10:06): I advise that the government does not wish to proceed with the notice of motion today and
requests that it remain on the notice paper.
Bills
WEST GATE TUNNEL (TRUCK BANS AND TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT) BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (10:08): In accordance with section 10 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006 (‘the Charter’), I make this statement of compatibility with respect to the West Gate Tunnel
(Truck Bans and Traffic Management) Bill 2019 (‘the Bill’).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set
out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Overview of Bill
The main purposes of the Bill are to provide for the tabling, amendment and modification of the West Gate
Tunnel Agreement, to provide for the imposition, collection and enforcement of tolls in relation to the use of
the West Gate Tunnel Tollway, to establish a Better Freight Fund into which the proceeds of infringement
penalties and fines are to be paid, to amend the Road Management Act 2004 and Road Safety Act 1986 in
relation to the West Gate Tunnel tollway, to amend the Melbourne City Link Act 1995 and the EastLink
Project Act 2004 to further provide for the use and disclosure of registration and licensing information for the
purpose of toll recovery and for the tolling of vehicles towing trailers, and to make consequential and related
amendments to certain other Acts.
Human rights issues
Section 8—Recognition and equality before the law
Section 8 of the Charter provides that every person is equal before the law and is entitled to the equal
protection of the law without discrimination.
Clause 22(2) of the Bill permits different tolls and toll administration fees to be specified for different cases
or classes of cases in different zones or groups of zones, different classes of vehicle and for different vehicles
at different times or any combination of those matters.
Clause 25 provides that a toll administration fee is not payable in respect of a vehicle that is registered with
the Corporation, or that is otherwise exempt from the payment of tolls under the regulations (the power to
make those regulations is in clause 77(1)(e)).
Clauses 22(2), 25 and 77(1)(e) differentiate between, or permit differentiation between, zones of travel and
classes of vehicle only. It does not treat individuals differentially in relation to their legal rights and therefore
does not interfere with, and does not limit, the right to recognition and equality before the law.
Section 12—Freedom of Movement
Section 12 of the Charter provides that “every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to move freely
within Victoria and to enter and to leave it and has the freedom to choose where to live”.
The rights in section 12 may be engaged by a number of clauses of the Bill:
Imposition of tolls
Part 3 of the Bill deals generally with the specification of toll zones and the power to fix, charge and collect
tolls. In particular, clauses 21 and 22 of the Bill grant certain powers to the West Gate Tunnel Corporation
with respect to tolls, clauses 23 and 24 provide for liability for payment of tolls and toll administration fees
and clause 77 grants the power to the Governor in Council to make regulations with respect to tolling.
Those clauses engage, but do not limit, the right to freedom of movement under section 12 of the Charter.
The provisions provide for tolls to be imposed only for use of the West Gate Tunnel tollway. The West Gate
Tunnel tollway will be a newly constructed road, so there is no right to use any existing un-tolled road that is
restricted by this Bill. Moreover, there will continue to be alternative un-tolled routes available to all vehicles,
and individuals will have available a range of other transport options, including walking, cycling and public
transport. Accordingly, the imposition of tolls does not interfere with, and therefore does not limit, the right
to move freely within Victoria under section 12 of the Charter.
Truck Bans
Division 12 of Part 7 of the Bill provides for the creation and enforcement of no-truck zones. Clause 148
inserts into the Road Safety Act 1986 an offence of driving a heavy vehicle in a no-truck zone. Exceptions
apply for buses and other prescribed types of heavy vehicle, and where the heavy vehicle is being driven for
the purpose of undertaking construction activities at, delivering goods to or from, or repair or sale of the
vehicle at, a place within the no-truck zone.
Clause 148 engages the right to freedom of movement. However, it does not significantly limit that right
because the restriction is limited to specified areas and to specified types of heavy vehicle, and does not
preclude driving in the no-truck zone where there is a genuine need to do so. Further, individuals will be able
to move freely within the zone in vehicles that are not heavy vehicles, and using other forms of transport.
Moreover, any limitation of the right to freedom of movement is reasonable and demonstrably justifiable
having regard to the purpose of creating no-truck zones, which include enhancing the safety and amenity of
local communities, and reducing the adverse impact of heavy vehicles on road safety and road infrastructure,
in the areas where no-truck zones are established.
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Section 13—Privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
Tolling provisions
Clauses 24, 26, 29, 41, 42, 45 and 50 provide for the identification of the driver, or operator, of a vehicle or
operator of a trailer for the purpose of establishing liability for tolls and fines. Consequential amendments
made by clauses 92, 99 and 116 have the effect of extending the application of existing provisions in the
EastLink Project Act 2004 and the Melbourne City Link Act 1995 to the operators of trailers.
Under the scheme for “operator liability” established by Bill (and consistent with the present schemes for
EastLink and City Link), the operator of a vehicle or trailer may avoid liability for tolls and fines arising out
of the use of the West Gate Tunnel tollway by nominating the actual driver or another person who may have
been responsible for the vehicle. These clauses authorise vehicle operators to provide personal information
about the person believed to be responsible for the vehicle at the relevant time to an “authorised person”,
enabling that information to be used to seek payment from the responsible person.
Those provisions engage, but do not limit, the right to privacy under section 13 of the Charter. Any
interference with privacy authorised by these provisions is lawful and not arbitrary.
It is lawful because it is authorised by the legislation as enacted, or amended, by these clauses, which will
contain a number of procedural and substantive safeguards which prevent the interference from coming about
in an arbitrary manner. The safeguards include:
•

the operator of the vehicle is required to provide reasons for the belief that the person they are nominating
had control and/or possession of the vehicle at the relevant time;

•

the authorised person must accept the nomination as effective in order for it to have any consequence;
and

•

the making of false and misleading statements is made an offence by clause 28 of the Bill.

Accordingly, to the extent that these clauses to provide for the collection or disclosure of personal information,
they do not limit the right to privacy under section 13 of the Charter.
Use and disclosure of information obtained by VicRoads
Clause 59 of the Bill, and consequential amendments to the EastLink Project Act 2004 and the Melbourne
City Link Act 1995 made by clauses 103 and 125 of the Bill respectively, expand the range of personal
information which VicRoads may disclose to toll road operators for the purpose of recovering tolls and toll
administration fees.
Presently under the EastLink Project Act 2004 and the Melbourne City Link Act 1995, VicRoads may
disclose information about the registration or ownership of vehicles to the EastLink Freeway Corporation and
the Link Corporation for the purpose of sending written requests for payment of tolls and toll administration
fees. Clause 59(2) of the Bill makes provision for disclosure of information about registered vehicles and
trailers with respect to the West Gate Tunnel Corporation.
Clause 59(3) of the Bill provides, with respect to the West Gate Tunnel tollway, and clause 103 and 125 of
the Bill provide with respect to EastLink and City Link respectively, that VicRoads may also disclose driver
licence information for the purpose of taking action for recovery of a toll or toll administration fee. “Driver
licence information” is defined in clause 59(6) to mean specified information held by VicRoads for the
purpose of its driver licensing functions under the Road Safety Act 1986, namely: a person’s name, a driver
licence number, a date of birth, a telephone number, an email address and a residential address.
By authorising VicRoads to disclose additional driver licence information for additional purposes of taking
recovery action, clause 59(3) engages and may limit the right to privacy in section 13 of the Charter. However,
any interference with privacy authorised by these provisions is lawful and not arbitrary because it is authorised
by the legislation as enacted, or amended, by these clauses.
Further, the limitation on the right is reasonable for the purpose of section 7(2) of the Charter having regard
to the fact that the Bill contains or enables the making of a number of safeguards which protect the rights of
individuals to have their privacy protected:
•

While clauses 59, 103 and 125 will make clear that toll road operators may use information disclosed to
them by VicRoads for debt recovery purposes in addition to the sending of written requests for payment
of tolls and toll administration fees, disclosure of driver licence information for these additional purposes
will be made conditional upon debt recovery activities complying with minimum requirements specified
by the Minister and published in the Government Gazette. Those requirements will require toll road
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operators to engage in appropriate debt collection practices, have adequate measures in place to deal
with hardship and dispute resolution, and make effective use of the additional time and additional
information made available under this Bill to minimise the number of tolling offences referred to the
enforcement agency.
•

The Bill will apply to the West Gate Tunnel tollway, and continue the application to EastLink and City
Link of, various provisions of Part 7B of the Road Safety Act 1986, including provisions requiring the
recipient toll road operator to have an Information Protection Agreement with VicRoads. An
Information Protection Agreement is required, among other things, to set out how the information will
be protected and procedures for managing breaches of privacy.

Accordingly, I am satisfied that, to the extent that clause 59, and clauses 103 and 1265, may limit the right to
privacy under section 13 of the Charter, any such limitation is reasonable and demonstratively justifiable
having regard to the matters set out in section 7(2) of the Charter.
Section 21—Freedom from imprisonment for inability to perform contractual obligations
Section 21(8) of the Charter provides that a person must not be imprisoned only because of his or her inability
to perform a contractual obligation.
Division 4 of Part 3 of the Bill, and parts of Division 5 of Part 3 of the Bill, engage but do not limit the right
under section 21(8) of the Charter.
Division 4 of Part 3 reflects provisions of the EastLink Project Act 2004 and the Melbourne City Link
Act 1995 that make provision with respect to the liability to pay tolls and administration fees.
Clause 32(1) provides that a person who drives a vehicle in a toll zone on the West Gate Tunnel tollway
without the vehicle being registered for that purpose commits an offence for which the person may be liable
for a fine or infringement penalty.
To register a vehicle for use on the West Gate Tunnel tollway, the person will be required to enter into a
registration agreement with the West Gate Tunnel Corporation, or with another tollway operator who has
entered into a tollway billing arrangement with the West Gate Tunnel Corporation.
The West Gate Tunnel Corporation or another tollway operator may cancel or suspend the registration of a
vehicle where the person does not comply with the terms of their agreement, including terms which require
the person to keep their account in balance.
A person is guilty of an offence against clause 32(1) if the registration of the vehicle, or a tollway billing
arrangement that covers the vehicle, has been cancelled or suspended at the time the offence is alleged to have
been committed. It is a defence to that offence if the driver believed on reasonable grounds that the vehicle
was registered or that the tollway billing arrangement was not suspended.
The consequences of a failure to pay an infringement penalty or fine include that a person may be imprisoned.
In circumstances where a vehicle is driven on a tollway when registration of the vehicle for use on a tollway
is suspended or cancelled because the customer is unable to comply with their obligations under their contract
with the tollway operator, the provisions of the Bill have the potential to lead to imprisonment for an offence
committed in circumstances where there was a failure to comply with a contractual obligation.
However, the relevant provisions only impose a criminal liability on a person who commits the offence of
driving on the tollway in an unregistered vehicle or a vehicle where the tollway billing arrangement was
suspended or cancelled. The suspension or cancellation itself does not give rise to the offence. Further, the
effect of the defence to the tolling offence is that criminal liability can only arise where there is both a failure
or inability to perform the contractual obligation (such as to keep the account in balance) and driving on the
tollway with no reasonable ground for believing that the tollway billing arrangement was not suspended.
Further, the Bill provides for additional safeguards:
•

Clause 32(6) provides that only one criminal offence may be commenced, and only one infringement
notice issued, in respect of a tolling offence constituted by the driving of any one vehicle in a toll zone
in any seven day period. This imposes a ‘cap’ of one offence per vehicle per week on the number of
tolling offences that the West Gate Tunnel Corporation may refer to the enforcement agency, which is
significantly lower than the ‘cap’ of one offence per vehicle per day which presently applies under the
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 and the EastLink Project Act 2004 (but which will also be reduced in
those Acts for consistency with the Bill by clauses 97(1) and 120(1) of the Bill).

•

Clause 59 of the Bill will require the West Gate Tunnel Corporation, as a condition of being able to
receive additional information from VicRoads for additional debt recovery purposes, to comply with
requirements for debt recovery published by the Minister in the Government Gazette. It is intended that
those requirements will require the West Gate Tunnel Corporation to have appropriate arrangements in
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place for dealing with tollway users who suffer financial hardship, and that it will prevent the West Gate
Tunnel Corporation (and other tollway operators) from requesting the issue of an infringement notice or
the commencement of proceedings for an offence where the toll and toll administration fee to which the
tolling offence relates is subject of a hardship application or a complaint or dispute.
Those safeguards are expected to significantly reduce the number of infringement notices issued and court
proceedings commenced for tolling offences, and to significantly reduce the risk of a person being imprisoned
for tolling offences, particularly those suffering from financial hardship preventing them from meeting
contractual obligations under a tollway billing arrangement.
Accordingly, the provisions in Divisions 4 and 5 of Part 3 of the Bill engage but do not limit the right to
protection from imprisonment for an inability to perform contractual obligations under section 21(8) of the
Charter.
Section 25(1)—Presumption of innocence
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the right to be
presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law.
A number of provisions of the Bill engage the presumption of innocence under section 25(1) of the Charter
by placing an evidential burden on the accused in relation to a criminal offence.
An evidential burden is imposed where an accused is required to present or point to evidence that suggests a
reasonable possibility of the existence of facts which, if they existed, would establish an exception or defence
to, or an excuse or qualification for, an offence.
Provisions that merely place an evidential burden do not generally limit the right to be presumed innocent,
because the prosecution still bears the legal burden of disproving that matter beyond reasonable doubt.
The presumption of innocence is in any case not an absolute right. The right may be made subject to
limitations which are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable.
Defences to tolling offence
Clause 32 of the Bill provides that it is an offence to drive a vehicle in a toll zone unless the vehicle is registered
in respect of that toll zone by the West Gate Tunnel Corporation at the relevant time.
Clause 32(3) and (5) sets out defences to that offence, including that the driver proves that he or she believed
on reasonable grounds at the time the offence was alleged to have been committed that the vehicle was
registered with West Gate Tunnel Corporation or was otherwise covered by tollway billing arrangement that
was not suspended at the time of committing of the offence, or proves that the driver was issued an invoice in
respect of the trip that is the subject of the charge and that that invoice was paid in full in the manner and in
the time permitted by the invoice.
While clause 32(3) and (5) imposes an evidential burden on a defendant, the right to be presumed innocent is
arguably not limited because the onus remains on the prosecution to prove the relevant facts and disprove
evidence presented or pointed to by the defendant, and to do so beyond reasonable doubt.
If the right is limited, the limitation is reasonable and justifiable because:
•

the matters in relation to which the defendant bears the evidential burden are matters within the
knowledge and/or control of the defendant;

•

clause 32 reflects clauses to similar effect in the EastLink Project Act 2004 and the Melbourne City Link
Act 1995 with respect to tolling offences under those Acts.

No-truck zone offence: reasonable steps defence
Clause 148 of the Bill inserts sections 65BA, 65BB, 65BC, 65BD and 65BE into the Road Safety Act 1986.
Section 65BA creates an offence of driving a heavy vehicle in a no-truck zone. This offence is subject to
various exceptions, including where the driver is driving the vehicle for the purpose of construction or
maintenance works within the no-truck zone, in the course of delivering goods to or from a place within the
no-truck zone, or for the purpose of repair or sale of the vehicle at a place within the no-truck zone. This
imposes an evidential burden on the driver in relation to the purpose for which the vehicle was driven in a notruck zone.
Section 65BB provides for extended liability for driving a heavy vehicle in a no-truck zone, under which an
employer of the driver, an operator of the vehicle or a person who contracted with the driver for the
consignment of goods on the vehicle may also be held liable for the offence, unless the person did not know
or could not reasonably be expected to have known of the conduct of the driver that constituted the offence
and took all reasonable steps to prevent that conduct from occurring. This imposes an evidential burden on
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the each of these persons in relation to their knowledge of the driver’s conduct and the reasonable steps taken
to prevent the commission of the offence.
While new sections 65BA and 65BB impose an evidential burden, the right to be presumed innocent is
arguably not limited because the onus remains on the prosecution to prove the relevant facts and disprove
evidence presented or pointed to by the defendant, and to do so beyond reasonable doubt.
If the right is limited, the limitation is reasonable and justifiable because:
•

the matters in relation to which the accused bears the evidential burden are matters within the knowledge
and/or control of the accused;

•

the imposition of an evidentiary burden in relation to the reasonable steps defence is consistent with
other extended liability offence provisions applicable to operators of heavy vehicles and persons who
employ or engage drivers of heavy vehicles under the Road Safety Act 1986 and the Heavy Vehicle
National Law.

Certificate evidence
Clauses 32(4), 55, 56, 57 and 102 of the Bill are evidentiary provisions which set out how a certificate may
be used to prove evidence:
•

that a tollway billing arrangement was suspended at a particular time;

•

that a vehicle (or trailer) was registered under a particular name at a particular time;

•

that a registration number was assigned to a particular vehicle (or trailer) at a particular time;

•

as to tolls based on the records of the enforcement agency; and

•

as to details of vehicles and billing arrangements based on the records of the West Gate Tunnel
Corporation.

Evidence produced by certificate in accordance with clauses 32(4), 56, 57, 58 and 102 is presumed to be proof
of a matter unless evidence to the contrary is raised. To challenge certificate evidence, a defendant must
present or point to evidence to displace the presumption.
While these clauses impose an evidential burden on a defendant, the right to be presumed innocent is arguably
not limited because the onus remains on the prosecution to prove the relevant facts and disprove evidence
presented or pointed to by the defendant, and to do so beyond reasonable doubt.
In any case, provision of evidence by way of certificate in accordance with these provisions is reasonable and
justifiable because:
•

the evidentiary certificate relates to matters recorded in the business records of the West Gate Tunnel
Corporation, the enforcement agency or VicRoads that are generally non-contentious;

•

if the matter is contentious in the context of a particular proceeding or an offence, the evidence is not
conclusive and the defence can lead evidence that is contrary to the certificate;

•

the use of evidentiary certificates streamlines the administration of justice and provides costs savings
through not having to call a witness for issues that are not in dispute; and

•

the clauses reflect clauses to similar effect in the EastLink Project Act 2004 and the Melbourne City
Link Act 1995 with respect to the tolling offences available under those Acts.

Evidence from tolling devices
Clause 55 of the Bill specifies that if the fact that a vehicle was driven or a trailer towed in a toll zone is
relevant to an offence or for the recovery of a debt, evidence of that fact indicated or determined by:
•

a tolling device that was used in a prescribed manner; or

•

an image or message produced by a prescribed process,

is admissible as evidence and is proof of the fact, absent evidence to the contrary. Clause 55 therefore imposes
an evidential burden on an accused to present or point to evidence to disprove the fact sought to be proven by
the use of the evidence from tolling devices.
While clause 55 imposes an evidential burden on a defendant, the right to be presumed innocent is arguably
not limited because the onus remains on the prosecution to prove the relevant facts and disprove evidence
presented or pointed to by the defendant, and to do so beyond reasonable doubt.
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In any case, provision of evidence in accordance with clause 55 is reasonable and justifiable because:
•

the evidence relates to mechanical or technical processes that are generally reliable and non-contentious;

•

if the matter is contentious in the context of a particular proceeding or offence, the evidence is not
conclusive and the defence can lead evidence that is contrary to the tolling device evidence;

•

the use of detection technology significantly streamlines the administration of justice and reduces costs
of detecting and prosecuting offences involving moving vehicles; and

•

the clauses reflect clauses to similar effect in the EastLink Project Act 2004 and the Melbourne City
Link Act 1995 with respect to the tolling offences under those Acts.

For those reasons, I consider that while the Bill may limit the right to be presumed innocent by section 25(1)
of the Charter, any such limitation is reasonable and demonstratively justifiable having regard to the matters
set out in section 7(2) of the Charter.
Concluding statement
I consider that the Bill is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities.
Provisions of the Bill engage but do not limit rights conferred by sections 8, 12, 13 and 21 of the Charter.
Provisions of the Bill engage and limit the rights conferred by section 25(1) of the Charter, but none of those
rights is an absolute right and the limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable having regard to the
matters set out in section 7(2) of the Charter.
TIM PALLAS, MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (10:08): I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
The Project
In December 2017, the Government contracted Transurban to deliver the West Gate Tunnel Project.
The project provides Melbourne with the long awaited second west to east crossing of the river and an
alternative to the aging West Gate Bridge.
It involves building four more lanes on the West Gate Freeway, twin tunnels under Yarraville and a new
bridge over the Maribyrnong River that links to an elevated road above Footscray Road.
It is expected to cut travel times by up to 20 minutes on these roads and create an efficient route for freight in
and out of the Port of Melbourne.
Over 200,000 vehicles rely on the West Gate Bridge each day. One incident can stop traffic and bring
Melbourne to a standstill.
This project will improve the resilience and security the Melbourne network urgently needs.
The project will create 6,000 direct jobs over its life, including 500 jobs for apprentices, trainees and graduates
and up to 150 for former autoworkers.
The first of two tunnel boring machines has already arrived in Melbourne, with work on the longest of the
tunnels set to commence midway through this year.
This project forms part of the Government’s unprecedented transport pipeline, including the Level Crossing
Removals, Metro Tunnel and North East Link, all of which will transform the way people travel around
Melbourne.
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Local Benefits
This is more than just a road project. It will make Melbourne’s North and West an even better place to live
and work. It will take thousands of trucks off roads in the inner west. It will prevent rat runs through local
streets.
We are creating nearly four Melbourne Cricket Grounds of new parks and wetlands and planting more than
17,000 trees.
Local residents will access more than 14 kilometres of new and upgraded walking and cycling paths, and
9 new and upgraded cycling and walking bridges.
We are working with local councils to mitigate the impacts of the project and to enhance local amenities.
The Government and the City of Melbourne are conducting a study to identify capital projects that will
improve traffic flow and open space in the north and west of Melbourne.
We are contributing $50 million to fund these projects, with funding matched by the City of Melbourne. This
is the largest streetscape upgrade package in Melbourne’s history.
We have also provided funding of up to $5 million to the Hobsons Bay Council to update sporting and
recreational facilities and $6 million to the Maribyrnong Council to upgrade the Footscray Wharf and
Promenade.
Contents of the Bill.
The Bill establishes the framework for operation of the West Gate Tunnel, with the road to open to the public
in 2022.
West Gate Tunnel Project Agreement
Firstly, the Bill provides for amending, modifying and tabling of the West Gate Tunnel Agreement in
Parliament. The Project Agreement was signed with Transurban in December 2017 and provides for the
design, partial financing, construction and operation of the asset.
Parliament will continue to have oversight of this agreement with amendments made after the Act having to
be tabled in both Houses and subject to revocation by resolution of both Houses of Parliament.
Toll Collection and Enforcement
Secondly, the Bill provides for imposing, collecting and enforcing tolls and toll administration fees on the
West Gate Tunnel. This allows for the operator, in this case Transurban, to fix, charge and collect tolls and
request the enforcement agency to commence criminal enforcement for a tolling offence if tolls remain
unpaid.
The Bill makes it an offence to use a vehicle on the West Gate Tunnel without being registered for that
purpose. If a vehicle is used without being registered and the toll remains unpaid, the operator may request
the enforcement agency to issue an infringement notice or commence criminal enforcement proceedings.
Toll Enforcement Reform
Thirdly, we have introduced measures to reduce the reliance on infringement notices and prosecutions for
tolling offences.
These new measures aim to improve the effectiveness and fairness of toll recovery activity and reduce the
number of tolling offences that end up in the infringements system or courts.
We are aware of the impact that the use of infringement notices and prosecutions for tolling offences can have
on some sections of the community, particularly people experiencing financial or other hardship, such as
family violence and mental illness.
In the course of developing the Bill, the Government received representations from community and legal
groups about these impacts.
There are four key measures introduced by the Bill that will apply across the CityLink, EastLink and West
Gate Tunnel projects.
Currently a person who makes multiple trips on CityLink in a day without paying the tolls can be charged
with a tolling offence for one of those trips, although they are still liable to pay the tolls for the remaining trips
on that day.
The Bill reduces the number of tolling offences for which a person can be prosecuted to one in seven days,
significantly reducing the number of infringements for all users of the existing tollways and the new West
Gate Tunnel.
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We are providing a greater range of vehicle and driver data to operators and allowing operators to use that for
a wider range of debt recovery procedures than previously permitted. We are also providing more time for
operators to pursue debt recovery before the time limit for issuing an infringement or court proceedings expires.
The Government needs to be assured that debt recovery activities will be carried out in a responsible and fair
manner. The Bill makes the operator’s expanded rights to access and use of driver licensing and vehicle
registration information conditional on the operator continuing to comply with minimum debt recovery
requirements specified by the responsible Minister.
Should matters proceed to criminal enforcement, courts will be given discretion to waive administration fees
for people convicted of multiple tolling offences, further protecting those experiencing acute financial hardship.
Truck Bans
Fourthly, the Bill contains a new mechanism for the introduction of truck bans in the inner west to protect
community amenity.
The Bill provides for the declaration of no-truck zones and creates a new offence of driving a heavy vehicle
in a no-truck zone. The new offence has a significantly higher maximum penalty than is currently provided
in the Road Rules for disobeying a ‘no truck’ sign, and the Bill contains measures to make operators and
contractors liable for the offence and to facilitate electronic enforcement.
The Government has established a Better Freight Outcomes Fund under the Bill to receive the proceeds of
fines and infringement penalties arising from the ‘no truck’ offence. The funds raised will be invested back
into transport programs to benefit the local community.
Other changes
Finally, the Bill introduces a number of minor changes to other Acts, including conferring on the operator,
currently Transurban, various functions and powers of a road authority under the Road Management
Act 2004.
The Bill will also enable the operator of a trailer to become liable to pay a toll where the operator of the vehicle
towing the trailer is unable to be identified. These measures will also apply to the CityLink and EastLink projects.
Parts of the Bill
Part 1 deals with preliminary matters, including the purposes, objects and commencement of the Bill and the
powers of the Secretary to the Department of Transport, the West Gate Tunnel Corporation and the West
Gate Tunnel operator.
Part 2 makes provision with respect to the West Gate Tunnel Project Agreement.
Part 3 sets out the tolling provisions.
Part 4 deals with administration, legal proceedings and enforcement.
Part 5 deals with the Better Freight Outcomes Fund, including payments into and out of the Fund.
Part 6 provides for the making of regulations and repeal of transitional regulation making powers.
Part 7 sets out amendments to other Acts.
The Bill provides the framework for operation of the West Gate Tunnel, a project which will deliver immense
and enduring benefits to the State of Victoria.
I commend the Bill to the House.

Ms STALEY (Ripon) (10:08): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 March.
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (POLICE AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms NEVILLE:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (10:09): I rise today to make a contribution on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2019. As this is the first bill that I will be
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speaking on as the shadow minister in this portfolio, I wanted to put on record my thanks to the men
and women of Victoria’s police services, who do a fantastic job in keeping us safe and put themselves
on the line for us each and every day to ensure community safety in Victoria. I did have a brief time
back in 2013 as parliamentary secretary for police and had the opportunity to meet many of the men
and women of Victoria Police doing the fantastic job that they do, and I look forward to continuing to
do that in this particular role.
This is a bill that has been reintroduced as part of the reforms that were considered by the previous
Parliament under the Justice Legislation (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2018. It makes a range of
changes to the justice legislation, including new powers for police to take DNA samples, new offences
for acts of threatening to harm police officers, and drug and firearm-related matters. The bill delivers
on a number of the commitments made by the current government based on the 2017 and 2018–19
community safety statements.
Today I will go through a number of details in this particular bill and make some comments from the
opposition’s perspective in terms of what has been covered in a number of the amendments that have
been raised here. I will put on record at the outset that the opposition will not be opposing this bill
because we believe that, when it comes to these matters and a lot of the issues that are raised in this
bill, any step that we can take to provide Victoria Police with the necessary measures to keep our
community safe is something that we should be considering. We should provide Victoria Police with
those measures to ensure that they can do the job that they do.
Some of the bill goes to certainly ensuring that Victoria Police and our PSOs are protected from harm.
As I said earlier, the DNA powers allow them to do their job, particularly when it comes to using
evidence to ultimately find perpetrators of, in many cases, horrific crimes. It also looks at penalties for
commercial drug trafficking and powers to close second-hand dealers. One of the things in addition to
what was covered in the last bill in the previous Parliament is looking at restorative engagement for
victims of sexual harassment within Victoria Police. That is an additional point to what was provided
in the last bill. There is also the enhancing of information sharing in relation to the sex offender register
along with implementing firearm reform, some miscellaneous amendments dealing with Victoria
Police and with maternity leave and looking again at second-hand dealers and confiscation powers
with regard to that.
The bill, as I said, is a reintroduction of the Justice Legislation (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2018.
That bill failed to pass the Legislative Council prior to the expiry of the 58th Parliament. I think that is
a very important point to make because this, as I said, certainly in the last term of government when it
came to community safety and extending some of these powers, was seen as a priority from the
opposition’s perspective. There are important elements to this bill. DNA, which I will come to in a
minute, is one of those which should have been given that priority, and we would have liked to have
seen that introduced in the previous term. The fact that we are now bringing this bill onto debate and
bringing it forward again, we believe, is a failure of the government, of it not being able to expedite this
bill in a faster fashion than what we currently have in place. It is really, really important that when it
comes to ensuring that police are properly equipped to do their job and in seeing what other jurisdictions
are doing—things like DNA would be one of those examples—we want to be ahead of the pack, not at
the back of the pack. That is why when there is an opportunity to extend those powers we should be
doing it as quickly as possible, and it has taken far too long to have this bill brought forward.
The bill will amend a number of justice legislation acts, including the Crimes Act 1958, the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981, the Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1989,
the Firearms Act 1996, the Victoria Police Act 2013, the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004, the
Estate Agents Act 1980, the Conveyancers Act 2006 and the Confiscation Act 1997.
That brings me to the first part of this bill, which deals with police DNA powers. What this does is
expand on the powers for police to collect and store DNA samples from individuals suspected of
committing or found to have committed a serious offence. It is a very, very important part of police
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investigation work to be able to use these current methods to ensure that the policing is done and the
work is done to find those perpetrators in the quickest form possible. The changes were part of a bill,
as I said earlier, that was introduced in the previous term of government but sat dormant and undebated
in the Legislative Council for six months. By not having these powers in place, that was six months of
missed opportunities to actually go out there and potentially solve some of those cases.
As I have pointed out and certainly wanted to emphasise, because I think it is probably one of the
critical points that I wanted to make today, when the work is being done and the government has done
the work—and I appreciate that the government has done the work in the previous Parliament when it
comes to these DNA powers—it is really important that we get on with it, that we get this kind of
legislation done and that we not have it sit in the Council for six months, so that can we give our police
the ability to solve some of these cases and not have some of the worst offenders out there not being
caught because the police do not have these kinds of DNA powers to be able to go out there and do
their job.
That brings me to an example. Probably one of the most relevant examples and one of the most horrific
things that has happened most recently is the murder of Aiia Maasarwe, which as we all remember,
occurred over the summer period, about a month back. What we saw in the Aiia Maasarwe case was
the police doing an unbelievable job in being able to catch the offender almost immediately. That was
done by using conventional policing methods—by seeing somebody and then ultimately being able to
put it together. Good policing caught that particular person. The difference here is that if the police did
not see that particular individual earlier and if they were not able to use those conventional methods,
an unfortunate set of circumstances as a result of that person still being out there may have then
occurred—just think of having somebody like that particular individual out on our streets because of
police not having the ability to use something like DNA testing.
The accused had priors, and the ability would have been there to be able to use DNA testing and have
that DNA on record. So in that particular instance where you had the cap and the T-shirt that was
found, there could have been DNA testing on them and that person would have immediately sprung
to mind. So that is an example, and there are many, of what police are therefore able to achieve if they
have the ability to use great operative policing but also some of the technologies available with
advanced DNA testing in getting these violent criminals off the streets as soon as possible. If you look
at Victoria, Victoria has one of the lowest DNA collections in Australia and contributes very little to
the current national DNA database, and that is a fact. The national criminal intelligence DNA database
comprises of 1.2 million samples from all Australian jurisdictions, and of those only 5.25 per cent are
from Victoria, as of June 2018. So if you look at it, a jurisdiction like Victoria, which should represent
about 25 per cent, effectively only has 5.25 per cent of actual DNA samples on hand. That means we
are well and truly behind the pack in terms of where Victoria needs to be. We would hope this
legislation will increase those numbers and Victoria Police can start to capture more DNA sampling
to help with the policing that they are doing but also to help with the number of cold cases that are
currently unsolved, with the ability to be able to look at solving those cases going forward. As I say,
we are well behind in DNA sample collecting and storing needs, and obviously more needs to be done
to ensure that we are able to solve criminal cases including some of the historic cold cases.
The proposed law, whilst a step in the right direction, certainly does not go as far as some of the other
jurisdictions, and I point out New South Wales. New South Wales has more of a back-capturing
element, to my understanding, than we have, and that allows for going to those people—previous
criminals and prisoners—to be able to capture samples from them rather than waiting to capture when
they have suspects coming through.
That DNA pool is really important to being able to look at how we capture more of those cold cases
going forward—and from looking at the likes of New South Wales and some of the other jurisdictions
and internationally as well—and to look at how we increase that database from what we currently
have. As I say, it is one of the lowest holdings in the country, this DNA database, and whatever we
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can do in terms of extending those powers is something that I think is really, really important going
forward. As I say, this is a step in the right direction, but I think certainly we need to look at what more
can be done to be able to capture more DNA evidence going forward to ensure we get violent criminals
off the streets.
The second part of this legislation looks at protecting police and PSOs from harm. The bill introduces
two new offences to discourage offenders from endangering or intimidating police, PSOs and various
custody officers and their families. An addition to the Crimes Act 1958, section 31C, establishes an
offence for discharging a firearm when reckless to the safety of a police officer or a PSO, with a
maximum punishment of 15 years imprisonment. Also an addition to the Crimes Act 1958,
section 31D, establishes an offence of intimidation of a police officer, PSO, police custody officer,
custodial officer, youth justice custodial officer or a family member where the intimidation relates to
a victim’s status as such an officer or in a familial relationship, with a maximum punishment of
10 years imprisonment.
This, again, is really important. Some changes will be made to sentencing and bail consequences of
the above offences where members of the public are put at risk or the offender uses physical force.
These consequences will include that a custodial sentence must be imposed unless the person can
establish ‘special reasons’. The special reasons in this bill are very broad. I should have said at the
outset I want to thank the minister for providing us with a briefing on this; we certainly had the
opportunity to cover a number of these issues at that briefing. We did talk about this particular issue,
about the special reasons in which a custodial sentence would not be opposed when it comes to this
particular change, and there is still some interpretation in terms of where this particular special reasons
element may eventuate. I raise that just as a point, because these are very serious issues, and we want
to make sure that they are properly covered and the special reasons do not get overly used for the
wrong purposes.
The other elements in terms of the changes to this are the reversal of presumption in favour of
concurrent sentencing to establish a presumption in favour of cumulative sentencing, and the
requirement that bail be refused unless the accused can show ‘a compelling reason why bail ought to
be granted’. The Victorian coalition is supportive of stricter laws which provide greater protection for
our police, PSOs and custodial officers, and having an offence legislated is important, but we have got
to make sure that the bail sentencing law is also strong.
Regrettably Victorians have seen time and time again the devastating impact caused by some on bail
or parole—people who undoubtedly should not have been on bail. The Andrews Labor government
has a poor record of dealing with these matters in a timely fashion. This is a really important element—
the number of people that are on bail in the first place and the number of people that commit offences
when they are on bail. We hear this time and time again, particularly of the violent nature when the
crimes get uncovered and you see the set of circumstances in terms of who a perpetrator is. I think
certainly there has been lots of noise made by everyday Victorians who say that the laws do not
measure up to the expectations of society and what Victorians expect. So this is very, very important.
Certainly whatever we can do to strengthen these laws, we should be looking at doing—and protecting
police and PSOs from harm is absolutely crucial.
I put on record the importance of our rollout of PSOs in the last term of our government, bringing
PSOs onto train stations and extending the role of PSOs. Again I make the point that initially that was
questioned and ridiculed, including by the now Deputy Premier, who at one point called our PSOs
‘plastic police’. I think it would be fair to say we all appreciate just what a great job our PSOs do, and
I understand that now we are seeing a move from the government to actually extend the role of PSOs.
We certainly agree with that. As I said, that is something that we supported right from the get-go.
Having those PSOs out on the streets is very, very important in a proactive sense—to have them
visible—because one of the things that I hear from Victoria Police and our PSOs is that it is all about
visibility with policing. If you have police out there visibly on our streets, patrolling, that gets people
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that are thinking about committing a crime to think twice before they do it. That is really important
going forward.
Just continuing on, among other elements of the bill is an increase in penalties for commercial drug
trafficking. The bill will increase penalties for a range of serious drug offences. It legislates to establish
a defined large commercial quantity of 20 kilograms or more for a whole range of different drugs,
resulting in the punishment for possessing or trafficking this quantity of these drugs increasing to life
imprisonment and a fine of up to 5000 penalty units. It reduces the large commercial and commercial
trafficable quantities for heroin, thereby lowering the threshold by which offenders can be prosecuted
with the more serious charge of commercial trafficking instead of simple trafficking. If you look at
what was there before, for pure heroin it was 750 grams or 250 grams; now, under the proposed
changes, it will be 500 grams or 50 grams. For mixed heroin it was 1 kilogram or 500 grams, and it is
being brought down to 750 grams or 250 grams.
This creates an offence of trafficking in a commercial quantity of a drug of dependence, carried out for
the benefit of, or at the direction of, criminal organisations, with a maximum penalty of life
imprisonment and a fine of up to 5000 penalty units. Convicted offenders will also become subject to
the serious drug offender asset confiscation regime under the Confiscation Act 1997. Again this was
something that we raised and started the ball rolling when we were in government back in 2010, looking
at seizing assets of serious drug offenders—if you like, the spoils of crime—which is very important.
Commercial drug traffickers are probably among the worst we see in terms of the effect on society.
We want to make sure that those people are properly dealt with, so this change is really important.
Those who deal in commercial quantities of drugs for the benefit of profit—which is obviously what
they would do—have an impact on people on the streets that is huge, so they need to be classified as
such. That is why this is an important element, but asset confiscation is really important to this as
well—take the benefits or proceeds of crime, have goods sold off and have that money channelled
back into providing police with the kinds of measures they need to go out there and do the great work
that they do in protecting our communities.
Another element of the bill looks at powers to close second-hand dealers. This bill provides the Chief
Commissioner of Police with the power to issue an interim closure notice prohibiting a second-hand
dealer from operating or disposing of second-hand goods for a period of 72 hours. The chief
commissioner may also apply to the Magistrates Court for a long-term closure of a second-hand dealer.
Second-hand dealers operating in contravention of either closure notice will incur a fine of up to
200 penalty points, currently over $32 000.
Again the Victorian coalition has been supportive of these moves to crack down on illegal operators
of second-hand dealing and scrap metal industries, having first announced a policy in 2016 from
opposition to ban cash payments for scrap metal. This was something that we took, in opposition, as
a very strong policy. The government then adopted that policy, and now this has been extended to
looking at how we can further deal with this.
This particularly goes to the likes of the carjacking and theft that we are seeing. Vehicle theft has jumped
up to 5.4 per cent in 12 months. It was not until we saw some of this change that we were able to look
at bringing that number down. So it is very, very important that we do not have people out there doing
what they are doing. Carjacking has become a very confronting offence, because it is not just stealing a
car when no-one is around; it is an attack on the person to be able to take that car and profit from it. So
these kinds of laws are very, very important, to be able to crack down and make it harder for these
criminals to go out there and profit from the proceeds of selling off the items they are stealing.
The fifth point that I wanted to raise, which is really important, is around restorative engagement for
victims of sexual harassment within Victoria Police. This again is a very, very important point. In
talking to Police Association Victoria, it is an important matter to ensure that we have got police
officers being able to properly deal with a new framework and that they are properly protected in terms
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of reporting sexual harassment. The new law basically provides for a new framework to be developed
within the Department of Justice and Community Safety to provide for restorative engagement of
sexual harassment victims within Victoria Police. At the moment the legislation is very light on detail
as to how this will actually unfold. I appreciate the fact that it is broad legislation in terms of where
we are going, but there are some questions which we raised in the briefing. We would still be very
interested in knowing more in terms of when it will be delivered, who it will report to and who will
actually address the issues identified by the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission’s independent review, which is where this came from. We want to ensure that we deliver
better outcomes for victims of sexual harassment in all workplaces, and in this particular circumstance,
within Victoria Police as well.
We understand and we appreciate that the government is trying to take this away from police command
and put it into a separate and more independent process, but we do want to understand who will
ultimately be the person that will be doing the investigation, when will it happen, what are some of the
details, and how will it work? We are still unsure. It is effectively a blank cheque as to what we are
doing here. I understand that funding has been made available, but again it is important to get the detail
here to ensure the merits of this framework can be properly considered and executed. We are still
waiting for that detail.
The other element of this is enhancing information sharing of the sex offenders register. This bill
amends the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 to meet their sharing information on the sex
offenders register more broadly within Victoria Police and with international law enforcement
agencies for investigation and intelligence purposes. It amends section 64 of the act to allow
government departments and statutory authorities to look at that as part of the function of law.
I want to very briefly raise the issue of an offender who is in Israel, Malka Leifer. We are awaiting her
coming back to be tried here in Victoria. Although this bill may not directly cover this, it is important
in terms that we will do whatever we can to ensure that we get cooperation internationally over sex
offenders. That was certainly a case that happened here locally. We want to have people like Malka
Leifer brought back to Victoria and tried as quickly as possible. This has been horrific for some of
those victims for a number of years now, and we have been working to make that happen. I understand
there has been representation from a number of people, certainly from us, and I appreciate that the
Premier has also been involved in this, as have others. Federally there has been representation as well.
This is another example where there needs to be international cooperation and for justice ultimately to
be served.
Finally, there are some changes to the Firearms Act 1996, which are consistent with the 2018 COAG
agreement to update the National Firearms Agreement to reclassify lever-action firearms from the
current lowest category to a higher category. As I say, there are some miscellaneous amendments. One
is to amend the Victoria Police Act to ensure that maternity leave is treated the same as other forms of
parental leave when calculating the probationary period served by Victorian police.
There is a lot here in terms of what is being covered by this bill. As I said, it is very, very important,
especially when it comes to DNA testing, that we get on with it and get this happening to give Victoria
Police the powers to do their job. As I said, we will not be opposing this bill for those reasons. It is
disappointing that this bill sat in the Legislative Council for six months before it could be enacted. If
the government were more expeditious in their work, this bill would have already been implemented
and DNA sampling would be taking place right now and we would not be discussing it today. Having
said that, we are doing it, and that is why we are not opposing the bill so we can get on with it and give
police the powers to do the great job they do to ensure that all Victorians are protected and that,
importantly, we have a justice system here in Victoria that ensures that people are properly protected
when going about their work.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (10:39): Thank you, Acting Speaker Carbines. As usual, it is always
great to see you in the chair. I rise to speak today on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police and
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Other Matters) Bill 2019. From the start, I would like to thank the minister and her staff, especially for
the briefings I have had on this bill. This has been a long time coming in the generation of the bill.
There has been a lot of consultation with community stakeholders, and we are here now. Without
accusing the opposition of being mendacious to some extent, there is a little bit of revisionist history
going on here and I would like to possibly educate some of the newer members on the opposition
benches. There was a bit of a bottleneck in the upper house. I am sure the leader of the upper house
would love to hear members of the lower house telling us that they would love to get legislation
through. Certainly it was not because of any lack of will or energy from this side of politics that this
bill was not passed in the previous Parliament.
I am sure I speak on behalf of all members in this house when I acknowledge the great respect that
everybody has for Victoria Police. They do a fantastic job. They perform an integral role in our
community, which at many times is a very, very difficult. We have seen that quite recently. The
manner in which they execute their powers in those terrible situations sometimes is just astounding.
We probably need to take some time to think about how that affects people professionally but also
how well-trained these people are as well.
From the outset I also state that the government appreciates the bipartisan nature of support for this
bill, as proposed by the lead speaker for the opposition. As previously outlined, this bill delivers on
reforms on a number of commitments outlined in this government’s first and second community safety
statements that were aimed at keeping the community safe. The reforms are being made to a number
of acts, including the Crimes Act 1958, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981, the
Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1989, the Firearms Act 1996, the Victoria Police
Act 2013, the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 and the Confiscation Act 1997. I will outline some
of these reforms as we go on.
The police have obviously shown their support for a government that resources them properly and
consults with them about what they need. As I have previously said, they do a very hard job, and I
believe it is the role of any good government to ensure that we support them with what they need to do
that at times is a very, very difficult job. They are under a massive amount of scrutiny in the work they
do, and anything we can do to help them fight crime and put bad people behind bars is a good thing.
I point to the 29 June 2018 edition of the Geelong Indy paper, where Superintendent Craig Gillard
talks about some of the reforms in this bill. He said that, as far as the DNA sampling reforms go:
It will certainly be a positive tool for investigators.

And:
We anticipate that there will be some unsolved matters that will now likely be solved in the future.

That is in response to this government announcing that we will allow police to take DNA from suspects
aged 15 to 17 in serious violent crimes, including sexual assault and murder. Of course we cannot
predict in the future what cases this may solve, as we do not know if any future DNA will match that
which the police already have on hand from crime scenes.
Just on that too, I note that once again the opposition has said that this bill could have been rolled out
more quickly. Yes, I guess that is one opinion. The other one is that, after years and years of cutting
police and in fact cutting the forensic staff that would carry out these DNA tests, we are now in a
position where these services are employed and they are ready to actually act on these reforms and
utilise this DNA evidence. So for people to stand up here and talk about us not doing enough or quickly
enough, I would also point to the largest decrease in crime—in more than a decade, I believe—in
Victoria. Certainly in my electorate of Frankston we have had a 14.6 per cent decrease in the crime
rate over the last 12 months. I think that is to March last year, and I cannot recall another time when
the crime trend has been that steep in decrease.
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This bill amends the acts I have just spoken about. It creates streamlined powers in the Crimes Act for
police to take DNA samples from suspects and offenders without a court order. So this is again
streamlining the process so the police do not have to gain a court order to ensure that criminals are put
behind bars or people are in fact proven innocent at times. It introduces new criminal offences and
sanctions in the Crimes Act, Sentencing Act 1991 and Bail Act 1977 for acts that harm or threaten to
harm police officers; protective services officers, PSOs; and police custody officers.
It amends the Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1989 to enable the interim and long-term
closure of second-hand dealers operating without required registration or who police suspect are
engaged in serious criminal activity. This is an extension of the recent reforms to the scrap metal
industry and some other bills that came through the house, obviously in the last Parliament.
It amends the commercial and large commercial quantities under the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 with respect to trafficking in certain drugs of dependence and introduces a new
offence of trafficking in a commercial quantity for the benefit or at the direction of a criminal
organisation.
It amends the Victoria Police Act 2013 and the Protected Disclosure Act 2012 to facilitate the
establishment of a standalone restorative engagement process to support Victoria Police employees
who have been the victim of sexual harassment or discrimination by another VicPol employee and
exempt such victims from any sanctions if they do not report the conduct.
The bill also amends the Firearms Act 1996 to reclassify lever action shotguns, so I believe lever action
shotguns will be a category B firearm, with the extended magazine, with anything above five shells to
a category D. Category D is essentially there for professional hunters who would need such firepower
and that many shots as well.
Importantly, it also amends the Firearms Act 1996 to remove the requirement that a hard copy of
firearm licences contain the residential address of the licence-holder. We have seen a spate of firearm
thefts especially from rural properties, and I am assured that this is a great step in the right direction to
ensure that if this information is ever accidentally come across by criminals, or if it gets out there, it
will stop this kind of opportunistic theft.
This bill also amends the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 to permit the disclosure of personal
information on the sex offenders register to government departments, public statutory authorities or a
court for the purpose of or the performance of a function of a law enforcement agency. It also inserts
a range of additional offences into schedules 1 and 2 of the Confiscation Act 1997 and makes other
technical amendments to a range of acts, including a change to the maternity leave system so that it is
treated the same as other forms of parental leave in VicPol.
Just for the last 2 minutes I would like to speak about the DNA collection powers for police. It has got
to be recognised that this is really telling our community that there are no excuses when it comes to
serious crimes, and it highlights that police will be provided with the powers they need to deal with
offenders and put people away. It is important to emphasise though, for people who have read the bill,
that a senior police officer’s ability to authorise such a procedure of taking DNA applies only to
suspects who are in lawful custody. So we are giving that power but we are putting fences around it
as well.
DNA samples taken from adult suspects who are subsequently found guilty or not guilty by reason of
mental impairment may be retained indefinitely without a court order. Otherwise, if a suspect is not
charged or the charge is withdrawn or not proven, the DNA sample must be destroyed. For child
suspects a court order will still be required to gain DNA samples, requiring a court to consider the
seriousness of the circumstances of the offender and that the making of the order is actually justified.
In conclusion, it is great to see the bipartisan nature of conversation on this bill in this house. I do
understand there are various members that would like to re-create history and give us a version of
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revisionist history, but the fact remains that everything within the power of the government was done
to ensure that this bill was swiftly put through the lower house and could pass the upper house.
Unfortunately there were some politics in the upper house that would not allow that. I commend this
bill to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (10:49): I am pleased to rise to contribute to this debate on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2019. As has been highlighted by the
member for Caulfield, this bill introduces a range of changes to provide the police with greater powers
and to ensure that Victoria becomes an even safer state—a state which is safer for Victorians to go
about their lives. As has also been mentioned, this bill was introduced in the 58th Parliament and
passed this house but was deadlocked in the upper house. Comments have been made in regard to that
deadlock, but the fact that the government in the 58th Parliament had so many bills deadlocked in the
upper house is a reflection on the Leader of the Government in the other place and that member’s
capacity to ensure that the government’s agenda was delivered. We do not need to rewrite history, but
history will tell us that the government was not able to manage that process.
Having put that to one side, I do think it is important to talk about this bill because this is a very
important bill. This bill is about providing the police with additional powers, and if the bill had passed
in the 58th Parliament, these powers would already be afforded to our law enforcement officers. I think
we can all say it is a tragedy that those powers are not being applied today, and the fact that we are
sitting here again in this house having to debate the same bill is certainly of concern.
One of the major changes with this bill is to increase the police’s powers with respect to taking DNA
samples. The bill no longer requires a court order to be applied to take a DNA sample from a suspect
who is in lawful custody. It also provides a senior police officer with the power to authorise the taking
of a DNA sample for adults plus children aged 15 to 17 who are suspected of having committed a
DNA sample offence, such as gross violence, rape, home invasion, dangerous driving causing serious
injury, carjacking, trafficking in a drug of dependence, armed robbery and aggravated burglary. We
do know that there are a litany of examples across this state where these offences have occurred. It is
imperative that police have the necessary powers available to them to help find perpetrators of crime.
We know that DNA is a very important component in the powers available to Victorian police to prove
the guilt or innocence of suspects.
We know that DNA has had a significant impact on the criminal justice system since it has been
applied more broadly internationally over the past 20-odd years. In fact a series of cold cases, a series
of previous crimes, were solved as a consequence of DNA samples that were taken more recently
being able to be applied retrospectively to a range of cases. We know that there is also a proliferation
of Victorians undertaking DNA testing as part of their genealogy research. Companies like Family
Tree DNA, 23andMe and a whole range of other DNA testing companies have the DNA samples of
literally tens of thousands of Australians who have uploaded voluntarily their DNA. This may well be
something that governments will need to look at in the future—whether or not those samples, which
have been provided voluntarily, need to potentially be accessed as part of the criminal justice system.
I will put that issue to one side, though. I think it is important that we have a justice regime that allows
for greater powers to be applied for the taking of DNA samples. We know of an example in which a
serious crime was committed in relation to an elderly person in a rural town many years ago. Residents
in that community voluntarily gave their DNA samples to prove that they were not guilty of the offence
that had been committed within their community, and as a consequence of that process they were able
to identify the perpetrator of the crime. So I think it is important that the police are given these
additional powers. It is reasonable and it is sensible, and I think it is something that needs to be afforded
to police.
Some of the other changes in this bill that are equally important relate to the protection from harm of
PSOs and police. This bill is going to introduce two new offences to discourage such behaviour—
offences of endangering or intimidating police, PSOs and various custody officers and their families.
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We know that police and others who work in the criminal justice system are prone to being attacked.
Some of these attacks are fatal. We thank them for their service. It behoves us as legislators to do what
we can to afford them greater powers to help protect them from possible attack. We saw in this place
during the 57th Parliament that one of our own PSOs was assaulted on the steps of the Parliament.
The very person who was employed to protect members of Parliament was in fact a victim of a criminal
attack. For us as legislators, that brought home the situation and the significance of the work that they
undertake in their line of duty.
This bill provides additions through new section 31C of the Crimes Act 1958 by establishing an
offence where a person discharges a firearm and is reckless as to the safety of a police officer or PSO.
It also provides changes through new section 31D, which establishes an offence of intimidation of a
police officer, PSO, police custody officer, custodial officer, youth justice custodial officer or family
members of such officers, where the intimidation relates to the victim’s status as an officer or within
a family relationship, and that is going to have a maximum punishment of 10 years imprisonment. Can
I say that these powers are important, these powers are significant and we need to ensure that we do
what we can.
Another important area is increasing the penalties for commercial drug trafficking. We know of the
seriousness of drugs within the Victorian community. We know that they impact on our own
community, we know that they impact on our friends, we know that they impact on our neighbours and
we know that they impact on our own families. My family is no different than any other family, with
my own family seeing firsthand the impact of ice. There are so many Australians, so many Victorians,
who will have similar stories of the impacts of drugs and alcohol on members of their own family. So
it is imperative that pressure is placed to ensure that we provide greater powers to the police and for the
criminal justice system to deal with people who are involved in commercial drug trafficking.
The bill increases the penalties for a range of serious drug offences. It establishes a defined large
commercial quantity of 20 kilos or more for a range of drugs that relate to GBL and GHB. We know
the damage that those drugs have done in families across Victoria. It also reduces the large commercial
and commercial trafficable quantities for heroin, thereby lowering the threshold by which offenders
can be prosecuted with the more serious charge of commercial trafficking instead of simple trafficking.
For example, for pure heroin the amount will change from 750 grams down to 500 grams. These
changes are important and significant.
If I may say, whilst this bill should have already been implemented, the opposition believes that these
powers are important and the opposition will not be opposing the bill that is before the house. We look
forward to police being provided with the necessary powers that they need to ensure that they can
make our state safe.
The SPEAKER: I thank the member for Ferntree Gully for his contribution.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Business of the house
PHOTOGRAPHING OF PROCEEDINGS
The SPEAKER (11:01): Before calling on questions I wish to advise the house that I have given
approval for still photographs to be taken from the upper galleries and the press gallery today before
and during question time. No additional lighting will be used. The photographs will be used by the
Parliament for promotional and educational purposes.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
BUILDING CLADDING
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (11:01): My question is to the Minister for Planning. Yesterday in question
time you said in relation to a Frankston South apartment block that:
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We are offering up cladding rectification agreements that give a financial opportunity to have these buildings
rectified in a timely fashion.

Minister, these residents have a security guard stationed outside their homes because the fire risk is so
dangerous. Why haven’t you offered these residents a cladding rectification agreement or any form of
financial support to make their homes safe again?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural
Affairs) (11:02): I thank the member for Kew for his question. He ought to check his facts, actually.
Members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE: Indeed. Every question that he has raised this week has been riddled with half-truths
as to what the circumstances were. You would have thought that when you are dealing with matters
as important as this—that is, the safety of residents, whether they are in Frankston or anywhere else—
you would in fact ensure that when you are going to ask these questions you ask them accurately. So
in fact he purports to say that there have been security guards placed at that Frankston site allegedly
for a number of months. That is quite wrong. You are absolutely wrong. There was security put in
place for a couple of days whilst the building was being rectified to—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister is debating the question. The member
for Kew said, ‘Minister, these residents have had a security guard stationed outside their homes’. They
have. The question is: why hasn’t the minister offered a cladding rectification agreement or any form
of financial assistance? The minister is well into his answer. I ask you to bring him back to answering
the question, not debating it.
The SPEAKER: I do not uphold the point of order. The minister was rejecting the premise of the
question, but I do ask him to come to answering the substantive question.
Mr WYNNE: Can I say: check your facts. Check your facts before you raise these questions. In
relation to remedies that are available today to the residents, I have deep sympathy for the situation
that the people in Frankston actually have, and my colleague the hardworking member for Frankston
continues to work with this body corporate—not seeking to make some cheap point, the gotcha
moment, ‘We gotcha on this’. You have no interest, no interest whatsoever, in the welfare of these
people. Can I say in relation—
Ms Staley: On a point of order, Speaker, I refer you to Rulings from the Chair, page 158, where it
says that attacks on the opposition are inappropriate. That is a ruling that has been made by former
Speakers Coghill, Delzoppo and Maddigan. I do not think they came from my side of the chamber. So
I remind—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will speak through the Chair.
Ms Staley: Rulings from the Chair states:
Question time is an opportunity for ministers to be questioned and provide information on Government
administration and should not be used as a vehicle for attacks on the opposition.

Clearly the minister was not.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the minister to come back to answering the question.
Mr WYNNE: In relation to remedies that are available to the body corporate in this particular
instance in Frankston, the residents of the apartment block are able to claim defects under the builders
warranty insurance. If the cladding is deemed to be defective, it should be covered. There are other
matters, as the member for Kew may well know, that pertain to this building as well that are not
cladding related. And can I say—
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Members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE: They are not on their own at all. The Victorian Building Authority continues to work
closely with the body corporate at Frankston, as does the member for Frankston.
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (11:06): Minister, with the total cost of rectification for this building expected
to cost each family approximately $150 000, how much financial support from the state government
should residents expect to receive through your cladding rectification agreement?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural
Affairs) (11:07): I thank the member for Kew for his question. There are two elements to that. The
first is in relation to cladding rectification agreements. Obviously we are working with a number of
councils to put in place a low-cost scheme where you can amortise the cost over a period of time
through the repayment of your rates. This is an opportunity, can I say, for a little bit of bipartisanship
from the member for Kew, because in relation to the Stonnington issue you ought to go and talk to
your council and say, ‘Get on board with the cladding rectification agreement in Stonnington’, because
you have got body corporates who are desperate to access that—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will resume his seat. Just before calling the Leader of The
Nationals on a point of order, I warn members to cease shouting across the chamber. Question time
has spiralled already. Members will be asked to leave the chamber without warning.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, on the issue of debating the question, the question was
very, very clearly about the residents of that building in Frankston South, and the minister is debating
the question. The minister obviously has not been listening to your directions about making sure
question time is actually answers to questions, and I ask you to bring him back to actually answering
that question instead of berating the member for Kew about an issue that was not asked about.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister began his answer relevant to the question but then strayed. I
ask the minister to come back to answering the question.
Mr WYNNE: Thank you very much, Speaker. Rather than making some cheap political points out
of this, we are talking about community safety here and we will continue—
Mr T Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, again the minister is debating the question. The question
goes to the heart of what financial support this government is providing these residents who are living
in a fire trap. Speaking of making cheap political points, you are ranting on about Stonnington and
me—what are you doing about it?
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kew will resume his seat. The minister’s time has
concluded.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:09): I am pleased to rise to update the house on the
government’s record investment in infrastructure. Literally tens of billions of dollars are being invested
in the road, rail hospital and school infrastructure projects that our state needs today and into the future.
And as I tour so many of these sites, it is not lost on me—or, I expect, on the thousands of people
working on these projects and the tens and hundreds of thousands more who will benefit from them—
that so many of these projects ought to have been built decades ago. How much better off would we
be today if they had been built decades ago? That is a clear point. You would think that could even be
a bipartisan point—apparently not, though.
Speaking of a lack of bipartisanship, as I tour these building sites and see so much work by
hardworking, more often than not TAFE-qualified Victorians, I am struck by the fact that we do not
get a fair share of funding out of the Morrison minority government. We are the fastest growing state
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in the nation. We are the strongest economy in the nation. We have the biggest infrastructure agenda
in the nation. And yet so many projects—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: If only they were so loud in getting on the phone to their mates in Canberra—
but silence, silence. Here he is again. Silence from those opposite when it comes to standing up for
Victoria. The Metro Tunnel—no federal funding. Level crossing removals—no federal funding. The
West Gate Tunnel—no federal funding. Thirteen hundred schools—no federal funding, and cuts to
recurrent education funding to boot. A hospital investment program the likes of which we have never
seen—no federal funding, and cuts to beds and services. Those opposite say nothing because they are
Liberals first and Victorians second.
CORKMAN HOTEL
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (11:11): My question is to the Minister for Planning. Yesterday the
Magistrates Court fined the owners of the Corkman hotel $1.3 million for demolishing this heritage
building. The shonky developers were clients of your friend, the now member for Burwood. The
member from Burwood said after the illegal demolition that:
Heritage consultants will be engaged in the next few weeks to commence the process of rebuilding.

Minister, why haven’t you required the member for Burwood and his dodgy clients to make good his
commitment and rebuild this heritage building?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Croydon can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Croydon withdrew from chamber.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural
Affairs) (11:12): Can I thank the member for Kew for this question. The Corkman Hotel—one of your
old drinking haunts, I understand; is that right? When you were at university?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will come to answering the question.
Mr WYNNE: Absolutely. I would have thought that you would get up today and say, ‘Minister,
congratulations’. This is a massive acknowledgement that nobody is immune from the planning
system and indeed the consequences. This is a massive fine of more than $1.3 million against the—
A member interjected.
Mr WYNNE: Pardon me?
The SPEAKER: Order! Through the Chair.
Mr WYNNE: I had nothing to do with it.
A member interjected.
Mr WYNNE: Because they were prosecuted.
Members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE: Where is John Pesutto when you need him? Fair dinkum! Where is he? Bring him
back.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the house to come to order. The member for Eltham!
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Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister is clearly debating the question. It was a very
clear question. There was a commitment given by the member for Burwood and his clients to actually
start rebuilding within two weeks, and the question to the minister is that we are now nearly two years
on from that commitment and what has he done to make sure that the member for Burwood and his
clients are actually forced to fulfil that commitment.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Eltham can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Eltham withdrew from chamber.
The SPEAKER: The minister was being relevant to the question, but he should refrain from
attacking the opposition or responding to interjections.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr WYNNE: As the Premier says, this is a massive fine. It is a wake-up call. It is a wake-up call
for the development industry more generally that you have to respect the planning process. You have
to respect that this was a heritage-listed building, and indeed, in the circumstances of these two
developers, that they in fact pleaded guilty in the Magistrates Court—
A member interjected.
Mr WYNNE: They certainly did; they pleaded guilty. But we should also remember that some of
their behaviours were really quite abhorrent, where in fact they dumped asbestos material from the
hotel development very close to a school in the western suburbs, and the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in her capacity as being responsible for the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria—
Mr T Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, the clients of the member for Burwood wrote to you in
October 2016 undertaking to rebuild that building. That is exactly what the question pertained to.
Could the minister be brought back to answering my question, Speaker?
The SPEAKER: I remind members that points of order are not an opportunity to repeat the
question. The minister should come back to answering the question.
Mr WYNNE: In relation to that massive fine, that is I think a very timely lesson and a very timely
reminder to anybody in the development community that there will be repercussions if you seek to
offend against the Planning and Environment Act 1987 and indeed the heritage controls that attach to
the Corkman Hotel.
Ms Staley: On a point of order, Speaker, on relevance, again from Rulings from the Chair, a
different one this time but the same sort of topic:
Reply must address the question. When responding to a question a Minister must address the question
rather than responding generally.

Rulings from the Chair make it clear that the minister cannot just talk about the issue. He has to respond
to the question asked. I ask you on relevance to ask him to answer the question asked.
The SPEAKER: The minister will come back to answering the question.
Mr WYNNE: Thank you very much, Speaker. Can I say in relation to my good colleague, my
good friend the member for Burwood—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Andrews: The new member for Burwood.
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Mr WYNNE: The new member for Burwood.
Mr M O'Brien interjected.
Mr WYNNE: You can run that if you like. That will go well. That was another bodgie effort from
your mate over here, the member for Kew.
The SPEAKER: Order! Through the Chair.
Mr WYNNE: That went well. I am delighted that the member for Burwood is in this house and is
making a magnificent contribution.
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (11:18): In 2016 you told Parliament:
I reiterate today that the clear determination of the government is that the Corkman hotel will be replaced as
a hotel. We want to ensure that all of the remnant historic parts of the hotel that can be retained will be retained
in the redevelopment of this building.

Minister, when will the Corkman be rebuilt, or are you going soft on your Labor mates?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Planning, Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural
Affairs) (11:19): I thank the member for Kew for his question. Are you seriously suggesting that the
developers of the Corkman hotel are Labor mates? Are you serious?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Can the Minister resume his seat? A question has been asked of the
minister. To be able to hear his answer people need to be not shouting at him while he is answering
the question.
Mr M O'Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister started off by saying, ‘Are you seriously
suggesting’—that is the essence of debating the question. I would ask you to bring him back to
answering the question: when will the Corkman be rebuilt?
The SPEAKER: The minister to answer the question.
Mr WYNNE: Thanks very much, Speaker. In relation to the future land use opportunities at the
Corkman hotel in Carlton, we will be continuing to work with our colleagues at the City of Melbourne
on a planning scheme amendment that will resolve the future use of the Corkman hotel, and I remind
the member for Kew—
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will resume his seat.
Mr T Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister is debating the question. He is not
answering it. When will the Corkman be rebuilt?
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kew will resume his seat. The Minister for Planning is
being relevant to the question. The minister, to continue.
Mr WYNNE: Thank you very much, Speaker. We will continue that conversation with our
colleagues at the City of Melbourne in relation to the future development opportunities that there are
on the Corkman site. But you— (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: PUBLIC TRANSPORT
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport)
(11:21): I am pleased to update the house on the Andrews Labor government’s program for delivering
thousands of car parks for public transport users. Members of this house will remember that during
the last government we got on with the job of building and upgrading 10 000 car parks. But what we
did in the last government does not mean that we stop here. We are getting on with delivering an extra
11 000 car parks across the state as part of our $150 million commuter car park fund. That is also
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upgrading lighting, CCTV and signage. So I am really looking forward to going out and opening new
car parks over the next few years with the member for Tarneit, the member for Lara, the member for
Cranbourne, the member for Bass, the member for Frankston and many more across the state—and
you of course, Deputy Premier.
Now, I was astonished last week to see that the federal Liberals, on the eve of what I am sure will be
a pretty interesting election for them, have suddenly found Victoria on the map. It seems they have
finally come to the party and have promised to spend a fraction of the infrastructure money that they
have been denying us for years to build some car parks. I actually would have liked it if they had
consulted with us or actually consulted with the local councils, because it seemed to be a mystery to
them that they were building these car parks. But I guess their visit to Victoria just tells us one thing—
they are terrified of what is going to come, what our people have in store for them at the next election,
because we have got a track record of delivering for Victorians and we are not wasting a minute of
getting on with the job.
TIMBER RELEASE PLAN
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:23): My question is to the Premier. Premier, 2500 forestry jobs
and a further 1400 jobs at Australian Paper in the Morwell area are at risk because your government
has refused to sign the timber release plans that were supposed to be finalised last July. VicForests is
now standing down forestry contractors because without a new signed timber release plan, the supply
of available timber has been removed from the industry. So that these jobs are not lost to the Gippsland
community, Premier, will you immediately intervene to save these jobs by having the timber release
plans signed?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:24): I thank the leader of the National Party for his
question. In relation to the timber release plans, there is a process of review and VicForests are an
important part of that. Getting the timber release plan right is incredibly important. That has been our
practice over time, and again you would hope that there was not necessarily any need to argue about
the process. The outcomes we may differ on, but ultimately the process is an important one. I had a
conversation with a number of members last sitting week and again with a number of members this
week about trying to organise some further discussions and briefings. I am not interested in playing
politics on this—
A member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, I will make it clear what the government’s position is, Speaker. The
government’s position—whether we have a partner in that, we will wait and see—is not to be playing
politics with this industry, these jobs or these communities. And I am always happy to sit down with
any member opposite who shares that commitment. That is my commitment and that is my answer.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the question was very clear—these plans were supposed
to be signed last July, so it is not about playing politics, it is actually about asking a legitimate question
to get a legitimate answer on behalf of all these people who will be out of work shortly unless the
Premier intervenes and actually has timber release plans signed. I ask you to bring him back to
answering that question, please.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier was relevant to the question. His answer to the question has
concluded.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:25): Premier, in addition to the 4000 direct jobs in the sector that
I have talked about, there are a further 24 000 jobs in the construction and manufacturing sector that
rely on the supply of Victorian timber. Why won’t your government act more quickly to actually save
these jobs, rather than have them use imported timber from less sustainable harvesting practices?
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Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:26): Today is not the occasion, I think, to have a debate
on what constitutes sustainable harvesting practices, but I would direct the leader of the National Party
to my original answer and a commitment to try to work through these issues. I am happy to seek an
update from relevant ministerial colleagues as to the progress of the timber release plan—the
finalisation of the timber release plan, I should say. That is principally a matter for VicForests and
their minister. The other point to be made though, along the way here, is that I think this industry faces
challenges far beyond the timber release plan. As important as that is, I think there are some broader
considerations, and my offer to the leader of the National Party and any member in this place is that I
am happy to have a conversation about those issues and even to credit the leader of the National
Party—perhaps there are some things that he can share with us that we might not know. That is what
bipartisanship is about. There is no need for an argument on this, but I will get an update on the
progress of that work.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: ENERGY POLICY
Ms D'AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (11:27): I am absolutely delighted to inform the house of our government’s
commitment to giving Victorian families and small businesses a much better deal on their power bills.
Ever since we had the privatisation, by Jeff Kennett and those opposite, of our electricity Victorians
have been getting a dud deal from the big corporations. The legislation that we have introduced this
week to establish a Victorian default offer will put an end to the dodgy deals private companies have
pushed to rip off hardworking Victorian families and small businesses. We will abolish expensive
standing offers and replace them with an independent, fair price on electricity from 1 July that will
save Victorians up to $500 a year on their power bills. This is the biggest reform to the energy market
in decades, something only a Labor government can deliver—only Labor. We are delivering a better
deal on energy for all—
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, just on some guidance, given the bill has been
introduced, doesn’t this fall under the rule of anticipation?
The SPEAKER: I will seek some advice from the clerks. I do warn the minister to stay away from
what is in the detail of the bill. The minister is entitled to talk about the broad policy aspects of that
area.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Thank you, Speaker, and that is exactly what I have been doing. We are
delivering a better deal on energy for all Victorians right now, because we know that if we waited for
policy certainty from the federal government on energy, nothing would ever change for Victorian
families. All they have managed to do is make an announcement and do a backflip, then make an
announcement and do another backflip. No-one can ever know what on earth they stand for when it
comes to reducing power bills for Victorians. Victorians deserve better than that, and we will not be
waiting for them. That is why we are delivering on the energy fairness plan now, a plan that not only
puts power back in the hands of hardworking Victorian families but also gives the Essential Services
Commission greater powers to hold companies to account. This is what Victorians tell us every single
day has been missing, and that is why we acted when we did to make these changes. Victorians deserve
a better, fairer deal on energy, which is exactly what this government is delivering.
MILDURA BASE HOSPITAL
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (11:29): My question is to the Premier. Mildura Base Hospital is operated
privately by Ramsay Health Care group, the only privatised public hospital in Victoria. I assume the
Premier is aware of Ramsay Health Care’s recent annual report showing a $2.7 million profit from
operations at Mildura Base Hospital this year. My question is: is the Premier happy to see $2.7 million
of Victorian health funding that is earmarked for the people of Mildura going to Ramsay’s
shareholders on Sydney’s north shore?
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Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:30): I thank the member for Mildura for her question,
and the answer to her question is no. I am not happy to see money diverted through a profit margin
from better patient care, particularly for those who live in—
A member interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Without interjections.
Mr ANDREWS: Agreements that are in place today—the deficiencies of which were so
eloquently outlined by the member for Mildura in her first speech yesterday, showing not just the
policy deficiencies of those arrangements and not just the financial deficiencies of those arrangements
but the very human cost of those arrangements in years that will never be lived and in moments that
will never be enjoyed—were put in place not by a Labor government; they were put in place by others.
They were then renewed by others without reference to that community, and it is that which I think
was so powerfully articulated by the member for Mildura yesterday. I had the opportunity on Tuesday
to meet with the member for Mildura and to give her my personal commitment that she and I will
work together to deal with some important matters that unfold in the next few months: the future of
arrangements at the Mildura hospital. I look forward to those discussions, and I will take personal
responsibility for dealing with the matter with the member for Mildura because I know how important
this is not just to her but to her community, and in many ways the fact that she is in this place, might I
suggest, is in no small way due to her strong stand on this issue.
It has not been our practice to privatise hospitals. In fact we have taken them back. In the case of the
Latrobe Regional Hospital, which the independent member for Morwell knows and understands only
too well, we had the keys handed back to us with a massive deficit. I remember it well, member for
Eildon, because I was the minister at the time, and we then began the process not at the time it was
privatised, I might add, but at the time we had to rescue it and begin the hard work of rebuilding it.
That has not been our practice, it is not our policy and I give the member for Mildura my personal
commitment and the commitment of the government that I will work with her through the issues as
they unfold, with various time lines and decisions that need to be made this year, not in the best
interests of shareholders profits but in the best interest of patient care throughout her region, the northwest of our state.
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (11:33): Will the government be privatising any other public hospitals in
Victoria in this term?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:33): The answer is no.
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, those opposite can laugh. Those opposite describe that question as a
Dorothy Dixer. Well, it would not have been if it had been asked of you lot. You could not have gotten
up and said no. Those hospitals that have been privatised in this state were not privatised by anyone
on this side of the house, nor will any hospital be privatised by anyone on this side of the house. This
is what is called a pretty clear point of difference, and we will not be privatising hospitals in our state.
We will not be seeing money that ought be spent to provide better patient care going into profits of
shareholders. I do not blame private companies for making profits; that is kind of what they are about.
It is governments that give them the public trust to provide public services that I have a problem with.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: ROYAL COMMISSION INTO FAMILY VIOLENCE
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth) (11:34): I rise to update the house on the government’s progress in implementing
the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family Violence. Family violence is the number
one law and order issue in our state and in our nation. That is why the Andrews Labor government
established the Royal Commission into Family Violence—a world first—and it is why we committed
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to implementing to all 227 recommendations of that royal commission. It is also why we have invested
at record levels—some $2.7 billion—to keep women and children across our state safe. Over 100 of
the royal commission recommendations have now been fully acquitted, with all others well underway.
This should be a bipartisan issue—it should be a bipartisan issue—but sadly those opposite still refuse
to commit to any of the recommendations. They refuse to take the issue seriously. What about their
mates in Canberra?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will come to order. The Leader of the Opposition on a point of
order.
Mr M O'Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, not only is the minister debating the question, she is
misleading the house, and if she is seeking bipartisanship, she might start by not lying about the
opposition position.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will come to order. The Leader of the House on this point of
order.
Ms Allan: Speaker, I ask that you rule the point of order out of order. The Leader of the Opposition
knows full well that that is not the appropriate form of the house—to behave in that way in regard to
what the minister is saying—and if he would like a substantive debate on this government’s
commitment on family violence, we would be delighted to have a substantive debate on our
commitment to family violence and perhaps provide some contrast to the position of those opposite.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the minister to come back to making a statement.
Ms WILLIAMS: We will get to what the opposition have said verbatim on this issue shortly. But
what about their mates in Canberra? Last week—and let us not forget it is an election year—the federal
government finally seemed to have acknowledged this national emergency. But their response hardly
matches the scale of the issue that we face: just $78 million to provide emergency accommodation for
families escaping violence across the nation—$78 million across Australia—enough to build maybe
100 houses nationwide, probably just 20 or 30 of them right here in Victoria.
Now, we will not say no to any contribution that the federal government wants to make here in
Victoria, but we will call out tokenism. We will call out tokenism. Every week, a woman dies at the
hands of her partner or former partner. It is the leading cause of death and disability of women between
the ages of 15 and 44, and $78 million is all they think that is worth. Only Labor will commit to the
royal commission recommendations. Only Labor will deliver a— (Time expired)
YOUTH JUSTICE
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (11:37): My question is to the Minister for Youth Justice. In January
2017, following the third major riot in six months at the Melbourne Youth Justice Centre, your
predecessor said, ‘The infrastructure limitation has become very apparent to the young offenders and
they are taking advantage of the situation’. She also said that they were ‘working around the clock’ to
fortify the whole centre, which could take up to July 2019 to complete. Minister, two years later youths
can still gain access to the roof of this facility. Why has your government failed to make this facility
secure?
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (11:38): Can I thank the shadow minister for his question.
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Can I also thank him for quoting my predecessor. Can I put on the record what a wonderful job my
predecessor did in reforming the youth justice system.
Members interjecting.
Mr CARROLL: And I want to get to that. I want to deal with the shadow minister’s question,
firstly, if I can. With last night, no-one accepts what happened last night. It has been referred to the
police this morning. Let us put this incident in context. I refer the shadow minister to the Comrie report.
I bet you he has not done any summer reading. The Comrie report said that there are inherent
challenges with the Parkville precinct, going right back to the 1890s. In fact it was his report that said
the inherent challenges require a new facility, which we are building in Cherry Creek, Werribee.
If the shadow minister knew, Parkville was built as a residential facility predominantly, and it has been
our investment and my predecessor’s investment of $50 million that has put the facility forward and
made the $50 million commitment that it requires. So we are doing that. But let me also say it takes
four stages, and we began with the machinery-of-government changes to the Department of Health
and Human Services and the Department of Justice and Community Safety. Also we are putting
through the Parliament a single youth justice act but then building the most secure facility in the
country—in the country—which you oppose, which myself and the Treasurer visited to see the great
work that has already started down in Werribee South.
He is totally incorrect. If he had done any summer reading, he would have read the Armytage-Ogloff
report commissioned by the former minister. That report, in excess of 500 pages, said Parkville,
Malmsbury, Werribee—that three-pronged approach—is the way to go. I will tell you what: I will
make an offer to the shadow minister. If he promises not to insult the staff at Parkville, I will let him
come along and meet them, okay? You insult firefighters—staff that are very committed.
I want to make it very clear that under this government—and I was at Parkville last week—the
investments we have made in TAFE, through the Parkville College and in fact Melbourne Polytechnic,
are now being rolled out. People are getting the opportunity to live a life of purpose, and everything
we have done—
Members interjecting.
Mr CARROLL: We are very committed to the Armytage-Ogloff report. I suggest you read it. I
suggest you download the Comrie report, which goes to the heart of Parkville. It is this government
that is implementing the recommendations—we accepted all the recommendations of Neil Comrie in
his report—that is doing the fortification and that is making sure we have the best youth justice centre
in Australia. And we will also— (Time expired)
The SPEAKER: Order! Before calling the member for Gembrook on a supplementary, I warn the
members for Mordialloc, Kew, South-West Coast and Ripon to cease shouting across the chamber or
they will be removed from the chamber.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (11:41): Minister, the Community and Public Sector Union (CPSU) has
revealed there are ‘assaults and violence against staff, more than one a day across almost every shift’
and that ‘we have gone two steps backwards at Parkville unfortunately’. Minister, you said this
morning that the average rate of assaults is trending down. Who is right: you or the CPSU?
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (11:42): I thank the shadow minister for his question.
There are workforce challenges; we do not deny that. Over the 120 recommendations, more than 20
are directed through the Armytage-Ogloff report. I have met with the CPSU three times since I have
been the minister. In fact I met with them on 8 January and had a very good discussion. We are making
sure that we work collaboratively with the union movement and making sure all have the support they
need. In fact since Armytage-Ogloff we have had 4000 applications and have recruited 200 youth
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justice workers. We have also put the security and emergency services group out there. But we are
continuing to recruit, and I enjoyed—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warrandyte will leave the chamber for a period of 1 hour.
Member for Warrandyte withdrew from chamber.
Mr CARROLL: I enjoyed what I thought was a very outstanding job application that was in the
Sunday Age: ‘Time to reward good behaviour. Low-level offenders should be given a second chance
to rebuild a life’—
A member: Who was that?
Mr CARROLL: Written and authorised by John Pesutto, the Campbell Newman of Victorian
politics. We are doing everything we can. We will never criticise our workforce. We stand ready to
support them, and I urge Mr One Per Cent to put an application in himself.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister has concluded his answer.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: INFRASTRUCTURE AUSTRALIA REPORT
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (11:44):
I am very pleased to update the house on the Andrews Labor government’s response to the recent
release of the Infrastructure Australia report. Yesterday I informed the house how two weeks ago the
Prime Minister from Sydney said that there was $3 billion owed to Victoria sitting there in the budget.
This week he said it is not there, and now it appears that that $3 billion that is owed to Victoria is
headed off north to New South Wales and Queensland.
This is just one example of how Victorians continue to be ripped off by the Sydney-centric Morrison
minority government. The Infrastructure Australia report that was released last week clearly
highlighted the ingrained bias that we have come to expect from the Morrison minority government
against Victoria. There are projects galore for New South Wales and other states—very little for
Victoria. But even the projects that Infrastructure Australia itself says are priorities for Victoria
continue to be ignored by the Morrison minority government. Let me give you some examples.
Infrastructure Australia says that the Hurstbridge line is a priority; well, we are committed to
duplicating that line with not one single dollar from the Morrison minority government. Infrastructure
Australia says that the Cranbourne line upgrade is a priority. We are duplicating that line—not one
single dollar from the Morrison minority government. Thirdly, Infrastructure Australia—
Members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN: Oh, they are touchy. It’s so good, isn’t it? They are touchy.
Infrastructure Australia says that the Melton line is a priority. We are electrifying that line. Guess
what? There is not one single dollar from the Morrison minority government. The list goes on, but
also the list of projects we, the Andrews Labor government, are getting on and delivering for Victoria
will not stop.
Constituency questions
EILDON ELECTORATE
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (11:46): (147) My constituency question is for the Minister for Roads in
the other place and it concerns the speed limit on the Maroondah Highway through the township of
Yarck in my electorate. In May last year I tabled two petitions bearing a combined 280 signatures
calling on the government to reduce the speed limit on the highway from 80 kilometres an hour to
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60 kilometres an hour. The action prompted VicRoads to undertake a consultation process with the
local community which included a community engagement session in July and an online survey that
closed in August. Despite this work six months ago, the Yarck community has not heard a peep about
whether the speed limit will be reduced or when the change could be expected to take place. Therefore
I ask the minister: will the government act to lower the speed limit through Yarck, and if so, when will
that change come into effect?
IVANHOE ELECTORATE
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (11:47): (148) My constituency question is to the Minister for Housing.
By what date can public housing tenants in my electorate, particularly in the 3081 postcodes of West
Heidelberg, Heidelberg Heights and Bellfield, expect to have all at-risk gas heater models replaced at
their properties? The state government has identified heating appliances that put lives at risk, and the
office of housing has committed to remove those identified heater models. With a crisp autumn barely
a week away and winter to follow, I am keen to ensure that my public housing tenants are safe and
warm in their homes. I am thankful for the work that the office of housing and the government have
done to pick up on those State Coroner recommendations, and I know that process is being worked
through, but I am very keen to see it concluded. I look forward to that information from the minister.
CAULFIELD ELECTORATE
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:48): (149) My question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. We do know that in Victoria we are facing a recycling crisis, with
much recyclable material going to landfill. My residents in Balaclava are doing the right thing by
putting things in their yellow bins. The last thing they would want to hear is that the City of Port Phillip
will be sending 43 tonnes of recyclable material to landfill, a complete waste of potential for this
material. My question is: given the importance of proper waste management and recycling to the
Balaclava community in my constituency, what are you doing, Minister, to ensure that the recyclable
waste of Balaclava does not end up in landfill but is used properly and to ensure we get a
comprehensive recycling program back in Victoria?
SUNBURY ELECTORATE
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (11:49): (150) My question is for the Minister for Health. What is the latest
information on plans for a new community hospital in Sunbury? Prior to the last election the Andrews
Labor government announced that a community hospital would be built at the site of the Sunbury Day
Hospital as part of a massive $675 million statewide investment. This was extremely warmly
welcomed by local Sunbury residents and residents from surrounding towns—places like Riddell,
Romsey and Gisborne, in the member for Macedon’s electorate. The Sunbury community understands
the importance of quality health care and knows it is only the Andrews Labor government who delivers
on health and gets things done. I look forward to the minister’s response, and I thank her for her
commitment to my community.
GEMBROOK ELECTORATE
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (11:50): (151) My question is to the Minister for Roads. The federal
Liberal government and Cardinia Shire Council have recently announced much-needed funding for
traffic signals at eight intersections in Beaconsfield, Officer and Pakenham to improve safety and
traffic flow. This came after a recent spate of serious accidents, highlighting the great need for these
signals to be installed. This announcement and action by the federal Liberal government was
welcomed by the local community. After many years campaigning for these signals, the community
were eager to see the construction begin as soon as possible to improve road safety in the local area. I
ask the minister for information and a time line for the construction of the traffic signals at all eight
intersections.
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FRANKSTON ELECTORATE
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (11:50): (152) This constituency question is for the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure and is with regard to the Mordialloc freeway. How many jobs will be
generated as a result of this vital construction infrastructure project?
The Mordialloc freeway has been talked about for many decades. Its delivery for our community will
take tens of thousands of vehicles off local roads and get my community home safer and sooner. We
are very excited, with the community reference group well underway and into its work and now the
environmental effects statement is on public exhibition, and there will be a series of hearings coming
up in the coming weeks. Given our procurement policy and employment policy on supporting
Victorian jobs and putting Victorian jobs first, along with supporting apprentices and cadets, my
community is very keen to know how many jobs will be generated from this vital infrastructure project.
MILDURA ELECTORATE
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (11:51): (153) My question is to the Minister for Education. Last week I
visited Hopetoun P–12 College where I met with staff and the school council. Is the minister aware
that the science and technology buildings at Hopetoun P–12 college are so run down that they are
unable to keep mice out of the buildings; at times they have to put the legs of tables into buckets of
water to prevent mice from getting onto the food preparation benches; they have not had a significant
upgrade since 1964; teachers are unable to properly supervise students in the science room when they
are working with volatile chemicals; and the state of these buildings is preventing the school from
supporting the Victorian government’s focus on science, technology, engineering and maths subjects?
Will the minister come and visit with the school council as a matter of priority?
YUROKE ELECTORATE
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (11:52): (154) My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. What is the latest information that the minister can provide on the next steps to be taken in
the development of 745 new parking spaces for Craigieburn commuters? This project was met with
great excitement from the local community when it was announced in last year’s budget as part of a
$60 million statewide investment. With the Yuroke electorate being one of the fastest growing
communities in Victoria, station parking is a critical issue and I am thrilled that the Andrews Labor
government is delivering these much-needed new spaces. I look forward to sharing the minister’s
response with my constituents.
OVENS VALLEY ELECTORATE
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (11:53): (155) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Roads in the other place. I have recently attended Mrs Ilona Oaks at 39 Telford Street, Yarrawonga.
Telford Street is also the Murray Valley Highway, which is an extremely busy road all hours of the
night. Over two years ago a large water pipe burst underneath the Murray Valley Highway in front of
their home. The pipe was repaired and so was the road, but the road repair was very poor and uneven.
Every truck that passes over this section creates an incredibly loud noise, particularly trucks that are
unladen. All hours of the night these residents hear the constant banging of trucks from a very small
section of road, and therefore I ask: will the minister either direct Regional Roads Victoria to repair
this section or at the very least direct the relevant authority who repaired the pipe and the road to repair
the road properly to avoid the all-night noise?
THOMASTOWN ELECTORATE
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (11:54): (156) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure, and the question is: what is the latest information on the O’Herns Road
project? This project is a vital piece of infrastructure for the residents of Thomastown electorate,
including the intersections at Edgars Road and Gateway Boulevard. The government committed to
fund this project a number of years ago, and it has been delayed because of difficulties with the federal
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government when it came to putting in their contribution. Now there are issues around environmental
approvals and other such things. It is very important to find out what is going on here and when
residents will be able to use this road and get around the area in a much better way.
Bills
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (POLICE AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms NEVILLE:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (11:55): I am delighted to make a contribution on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2019. I note in his contribution the member
for Caulfield made a couple of points, and I would like to take this opportunity to respond to the points
that the honourable member made. It is not accurate to suggest, as the member for Caulfield did, that
the New South Wales system goes further than this bill proposes in terms of DNA. It is important to
point out some key restrictions in relation to how the New South Wales back capture scheme operates.
The New South Wales scheme requires two matters to be satisfied. First, the person must have served
a period of imprisonment for a serious indictable offence—that is, one, where the maximum penalty
is five years imprisonment or more; and second, and this is important, that the person must have also
been served with the court attendance notice for an indictable offence after the commencement of the
back capture scheme. This means that the back-capturing provisions only apply when the person has
been charged with an indictable offence after the reforms commenced, which was in 2007.
I am also advised that even when these criteria are met, the New South Wales back-capturing
provisions still require police to seek a court order to take the person’s DNA unless the person consents
to taking it themselves. The court must be satisfied that taking the person’s DNA is justified in all of
the circumstances. The government’s proposed streamlined DNA powers for suspects provides
Victoria Police with a much clearer and simpler path to obtaining DNA in these types of
circumstances. The new powers would enable a senior officer to authorise the taking of a DNA sample
from a suspect in a case involving an indictable offence with the same threshold test as the New South
Wales back capture scheme, if the taking of the sample is justified in all of the circumstances—that is,
the suspect does not need to have served a previous period of imprisonment; police do not need to
have commenced a new prosecution against the person; and the police will not have to go to court to
seek authorisation for the sample.
Going forward these new streamlined DNA powers will enable Victoria Police to obtain more suspect
samples up-front. These samples may be put on the DNA database for crosschecking against crime
scene material from unsolved cases. This will significantly increase the number of samples on the
database shortly after the commencement of the reforms and increase the ability of Victoria Police to
solve unsolved crimes, including cold cases. I do hope that helps to address some of the issues that the
member for Caulfield raised.
As previous speakers will have indicated, this bill was introduced and debated in this place in the
58th Parliament, but unfortunately the other place was unable to pass this bill. Indeed it was unable to
pass a whole raft of bills. I think it is fair to say that if you were to do a time and motion assessment
of the other place, in the 58th Parliament they would have failed dismally. I think you would have got
more productivity out of the Indian railways than you did from the other place in the last Parliament.
They were just so incredibly lazy. I looked at the annual report of the other place and I compared and
contrasted it to this place. If you look at the per capita cost per member, they were approximately twice
as expensive on a per capita basis in this place. Obviously you have got certain fixed capital costs.
Clearly the cost of running this chamber and the other place would be commensurate, and they have
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got fewer members than this place. But honestly, the number of times you would sit in this place and
you would be charging through the legislative program, delivering a safer and better and more
progressive Victoria, and invariably what you would have in the other place was just sloth and laziness.
They were just hopeless, incapable of doing what they were sent to do. I will use parliamentary
language. They were incapable of doing what they were sent to do, which was, as legislators, to—
guess what, newsflash!—pass legislation. They were good on ratting on deals on pairing
arrangements. They were good at tearing up conventions. They were good at kicking out the Leader
of the Government in the other place for an unprecedented period of six months.
So when it came to tearing up the rule book, when it came to tearing up conventions, when it came to
having recision motions left, right and centre, they were very adept at that, but when it came to actually
doing the job they were tasked to do, which was to review the legislative agenda of the government,
to review the bills passed by this place, they were conspicuously absent. And surprise, surprise, when
it came to—
Mr D O’Brien: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I have just come back into the chamber, and I
appreciate that you have too, but so far I have not heard anything that is remotely relevant to the justice
legislation amendment bill which is before the house. I ask you to bring the speaker back to the bill.
Mr PEARSON: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, I do appreciate the member for Gippsland
South was absent from the chamber when I commenced my contribution. I did commence my
contribution by answering some questions which were raised by the member for Caulfield, and then I
segued to a discussion as to why this legislation is on the notice paper today when it really should have
been passed in the 58th Parliament but for the sloth, ineptitude and sheer laziness of the other place.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny): I rule that there is no point of order and, as it turns out,
I just entered the chair as well.
Mr PEARSON: The bill does cover many issues which was traversed in the 58th Parliament. I do
note when this bill was introduced in the last Parliament the member for Prahran made a contribution.
I have got to say that the member for Prahran is consistent, because whenever in the 58th Parliament
there was legislation booked for this place that sought to increase the penalties for either convicted
commercial drug traffickers or convicted cop killers, the member for Prahran was stridently in their
corner defending them, defending the interests of cop killers and commercial drug traffickers. That
was his form. I know he has absented himself from the debate today. I think that he has probably
thought, well, you know, he does work gentlemen’s hours and is probably off, clocked off for the day.
He has done his duties, been seen in question time, and now he has scarpered off to his office. I believe
he is not making a contribution on this bill today, and he probably will not make a contribution for the
rest of the week. It is a very nice life, isn’t it, Acting Speaker? Twelve o’clock on a Thursday, and it
is ‘nighty-night’ time.
But I understand the member for Brunswick will be making his contribution, and I suspect that we
will probably see a similar desultory effort, the sort of pathetic defence of commercial drug traffickers,
which seems to be the pattern of the Greens political party. It is very, very disappointing that you
would have people who seek to represent their communities and seek to discharge their duties as
legislators who are consistently siding with the likes of commercial drug traffickers.
This is an extensive bill. It is with regret, as I indicated earlier, that the other place could not be
bothered, could not deign itself, to pass this bill in the last Parliament. You would have thought that
they would have. They did not, so we are bringing it back. We are bringing it back, and we are making
sure that Victoria Police have the capacity to be able to discharge their duties. I think if you are looking
at the DNA provisions, as I indicated at the commencement of my comments, these DNA provisions
go far beyond what exists in New South Wales. They will play a really important role in terms of
addressing cold cases, and they will give Victoria Police the powers it needs.
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I note also that the bill also tightens up the ability for second-hand dealers to pay their clients in cash.
This is indeed important when you look at organised crime, which might be seeking to basically
receive the proceeds of their crime in cash and to potentially launder those proceeds. Admittedly you
are probably looking at a lower level of offending in terms of people trying to sell copper, which they
might have stolen, as opposed to, say, people trying to launder large sums of money as a result of
commercial drug trafficking. But I am sure that if we brought in legislation to tighten up
money-laundering provisions to prevent that occurring amongst convicted drug traffickers, I would
expect that the Greens would oppose such legislation because that is their wont. This is an important
bill because it does seek to address those matters as well.
I think it is important too that with a bill like this we are not resiling from the tough decisions that need
to be made. We recognise the fact that we are living in a complicated and complex world with
technological changes, and with the way in which crime has been dispersed and where there are more
offences occurring there is a need to make sure that the statute book reflects the society that we live in
and that Victoria Police do have the ability to be able to do the things that they need to do. I think DNA
has played a really important role in terms of trying to tackle these issues. This is something that
Victoria Police wants, and it is something that I am really pleased that under this government, a
hardworking and energetic Legislative Assembly—and hopefully a hardworking other place—they
will get it.
Mr D O'BRIEN (Gippsland South) (12:05): I am pleased also to rise to speak again on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2019, because I had a go last time as well. I
listened to the last few minutes of contribution of the member for Essendon. I do not know what it is
that I did wrong in my life, but I am always following the member for Essendon on bills like this. I
heard him talk a lot about ineptitude in the other place as to why this bill was not passed in the previous
Parliament. I can only assume he was referring to the Leader of the Government in the other place,
because, as the member may recall, both then and now, the opposition did not control the upper house.
You are the government, you control your agenda and you do what you need to get legislation through.
So please spare us the hypocrisy of saying this is our fault that somehow this legislation was not passed.
You have done that with a number of other bills as well, and this is just another one.
The opposition is not opposing this bill. My contribution, as I said, will be brief given that I have
already spoken on it last year, but I will touch on a couple of the matters. Certainly we strongly support
the changes to the police DNA powers that form part of this omnibus legislation. This bill expands
current police powers to collect and store DNA samples from individuals suspected of committing or
found to have committed a serious offence, and that certainly gives police an extra tool in the weaponry
that they need to crack down on crime in this state. It remains still the case that, since 2014, the crime
rate has risen, despite what those opposite will say. Yes, it is heading in a southerly direction, but the
facts remain it is from a historic high, and we think the government should be giving the police every
power that they can to ensure that they can continue to crack down on crime.
The bill introduces two new offences designed to discourage people from causing harm to either police
or protective services officers, and of course we support the PSOs given that they were introduced by
the previous Liberal-Nationals coalition government. There are a number of changes that relate to the
sentencing or the punishment for people who harm police officers and PSOs.
The other provision relates to the increase in penalties for commercial drug trafficking. I do endorse
the comments of the member for Essendon about the Greens, and I will be interested to see what they
say. They seem to be about allowing more drugs to be used, even when they are illegal for that matter.
I will not be surprised if the Greens are opposed to this provision, again because we are cracking down
on drug dealers in this legislation.
The other area that I want to touch on that is part of this bill—and there are several other elements of
it—is the implementation of the firearms reform, particularly with respect to lever action shotguns. I
said in the debate last year on this legislation that I had a serious concern with that. This change of
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course is an update to the National Firearms Agreement, and it follows agreement at the COAG level
in 2017 by all state and territory governments with respect to lever actions firearms. The reason I am
concerned about the change is that it is, in my view, not one based on evidence but one based on
kneejerk reactions in response to events. We already have the National Firearms Agreement, which I
support. I believe we do have good, strong firearms legislation and controls in this country and I
support those. I do not think they need to be watered down in any way, shape or form. The changes to
lever action shotguns have been introduced basically as a result of a YouTube video that was circulated
for the Adler shotgun. That caused a string of panic for, in my view, no particular reason. Reclassifying
lever actions to category B for those under five-shot really has no practical purpose. I have a firearms
licence. It is category A and B anyway, so it does not make any difference in that respect. Those above
a five-shot going into category D, which is effectively precluding law-abiding firearm owners from
having those firearms, is a significant change. But, as I said, my concern is more about the principal
and that I think we should be basing changes to the National Firearms Agreement on evidence, not on
scaremongering. I very strongly support our law-abiding firearms owners. This bill, quite rightly, is
cracking down on criminals and giving police the powers they need. That is where we should be
focusing. We should not be focusing on the rights of people who do the right thing most of the time.
But, as I said, I understand this is an agreement at COAG level. I also appreciate that the government
will have the numbers in this house and most likely in the other house, so to oppose that element of it
would be quite pointless, but I do place on the record my concerns. As I said, the rest of the bill has
some good amendments and changes that will help improve community safety and, as such, that is
why the opposition is not opposing it.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (12:10): It is a pleasure to rise to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2019. I say from the outset that I think the government and
all members would agree that we owe a great debt of gratitude for the work of our 18 000-plus women
and men of Victoria Police, who do an extraordinary job each and every day. The two particular reforms
that I will focus on relate to DNA powers and the protection of police, PSOs and corrective service
officers. My wife, Lauren, and I have been watching the series The Good Cop about a few cold cases
that were worked on by the incredible detective Ron Iddles. It is a fascinating account of a dedicated,
previously serving member of Victoria Police and the fact that behind every case that is not solved there
is a family that still lives without closure and without justice. To hear the raw emotion and see the tears
that have been spilt, by both Victoria Police officers and the families affected, and the surrounding
victims, really puts into focus the incredible work that police do but also the burden that lives on in our
community when crimes are not solved. At the moment in Victoria there are some 11 000 cases that
remain unsolved, and behind each one of those cases there is a story and justice not served in our state.
I think this bill goes to the heart of that effort to try to bring closure to as many victims of crime and
their families as possible, and I think these DNA powers are so very appropriate.
We saw with the evolution and expansion of DNA evidence some decades ago a flurry of cases that
came before the courts and work to provide justice to those families and to those victims. Any work
that we can do, where there are serious offences committed, to enable us to bring closure to those
families is very important. I really welcome the changes in this bill to allow for the collection of DNA
evidence that could prevent future crimes and future harm but could also solve cases that remain in
the minds of Victorians. It is one thing to prevent crime, and that is a very important frontier. It is
another thing how we report crime and offences. But there is also a story that is not told often in our
community, and that is about unsolved crimes. Hopefully we can go some way to bringing closure to
families in that space.
It is an extraordinary period of time in our state when we are investing substantially in Victorian police
women and men out of the academy. The academy is full at the moment. More than 3000 officers,
well above attrition, are now being trained to serve our community. That is a credit to the government
for the work that they have done in providing those resources, resources not seen ever before—
unprecedented increases in resources and in police personnel. The raw facts of this are that crime is
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going down in Victoria, and it is about putting that investment in. We can talk about trends, but if you
track the funding in the years prior to our coming to government, there was a lack of funding and
support for Victoria Police. Sadly there were resources taken out of the forensic parts of Victoria
Police, and that has had a huge impact. Taking away police personnel is taking away police support,
and when you get to the heart of these unsolved crimes, when you take out funding and when you take
out personnel from that area, it means that those cases are going unsolved. That is an irrefutable fact
of previous budget papers—that Victoria Police, their investigative powers and their ability to solve
these cases were harmed by the decisions of former Liberal-National governments taking funding and
personnel out of those important divisions.
I wanted to also get to the point about police harm offences. This is really important, and it is very
important to all our communities. It is a dangerous job being a serving member of Victoria Police.
Each and every day you have hundreds of interactions with the community across various ranges and
forms. I want to place on record my thanks to the women and men who serve out of southern district 2.
From Moorabbin down to Carrum, they do an extraordinary job across our region. I place on record
as well my great thanks and gratitude to Superintendent Sharon McKinnon, who is doing an
extraordinary job. She has served in a number of different departments in Victoria Police, including
the prevention of sexual offences crime and organised crime, and she is now serving our bayside
district. She does an extraordinary job, and it was good to get a briefing from her recently. It is a hard
job, and when people act out and attack our police officers, protective services officers and corrections
officers, they should feel the full force of the law. There is no excuse at all for attacking our serving
Victorian police, and I think it is really important that we send a clear message to the community that
we are always on their side and we appreciate their work. When they find times of struggle, when they
are suffering because of the effects of their job—workplace harm that is inflicted in the job, be that
physical or psychological—then we are there to support them in their work and their job. I know that
we as a government are doing a lot more work in this space on post-traumatic stress, which is very
critical. I know that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the parliamentary secretary,
the member for Frankston, are doing incredible work in this space. They know that we have to do
more and they are working really hard to support our serving women and men of Victoria Police.
I did have occasion to listen to the contribution of the lead speaker, the member for Caulfield, on this
bill. He rightly put on the record his appreciation for Victorian police and their service, but it was
remiss of him not to address an absolute error in judgement that he made during the last week where
he retweeted the comments of the Russell Street bomber, no less, about a conspiracy theory about
Victoria Police and our corrections system. It was an extraordinary lack of judgement from someone
who purports to be a shadow minister in this place.
Mr Wakeling: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, this is a wideranging debate but this is not an
opportunity for members of the government to be attacking members of the opposition. This is an
opportunity for the member to be talking about the bill. I ask you to counsel the member and bring
him back to talking specifically about the bill before the house.
Mr RICHARDSON: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, this is about Victoria Police. If the
lead speaker puts on record his thanks and appreciation for Victoria Police and we are talking about
preventing harm, then attacking members of Victoria Police on social media is about perpetuating a
harm—and it was completely out of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny): I will ask the member to come back to the bill.
Mr RICHARDSON: As the lead speaker, he should reflect on how he is referring to Victoria
Police members, because as a government we are supporting Victoria Police. He can delete tweets but
we have got every screenshot that shows exactly what was going on. You have got to support your
police officers and as a shadow minister, or as a member of this Parliament, you have a job to support
in all elements of your work the work of the women and men of Victoria Police. I will stand here and
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say that we appreciate your work and your service. We do not come up with conspiracy theories,
retweeted, that attack those dedicated people.
Mr T Smith interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON: I think people should reflect in this place on those actions and they should
really consider those actions as well. The member for Kew interjects. I would say he is wise on that
side, given that they have been diminished recently. Maybe he will take the member for Caulfield
aside and have a chat about supporting Victoria Police officers.
Mr Wakeling: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I have already raised this issue: this is an
opportunity for the member to debate the bill; it is not an opportunity to be attacking members of the
opposition. I ask you to counsel him again about his behaviour in the debate on this bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny): I will ask the member to come back to the bill.
Mr RICHARDSON: I think you are really scraping the bottom of the barrel when the member for
Ferntree Gully is sent out to defend you.
This bill is an extraordinary support for our Victoria Police women and men. The DNA powers will
go towards solving those unsolved crimes. I welcome this bill and wish it a speedy passage.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (12:20): I rise today to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police
and Other Matters) Bill 2019, which will allow police to take a DNA sample from certain suspects
and offenders, including children, without a court order; it will introduce new criminal offences and
sanctions for acts that harm or threaten police officers, protective services officers (PSOs) and police
custody officers; and it will reclassify lever action shotguns. They are just a few of the many
substantive changes this omnibus bill contains. Many of the reforms are positive and necessary but
some are flawed and some are wrong, so it is difficult to interpret any vote on this bill. Out of necessity,
I am going to discuss only the most substantive contents.
One of the most important changes is to the police’s power to take DNA samples. The bill creates new
powers in the Crimes Act 1958 for police to take a DNA sample from certain suspects and offenders,
including children 15 years and older, even if they do not consent. These changes mean that police
will no longer need to seek a court order, as is currently the case, and will ultimately mean that many
more DNA profiles will accumulate in the police database. The critical question here is where the
appropriate balance lies between empowering police to detect crime and maintaining individual
human rights and liberty, particularly the right to privacy. Ten years ago in the UK over a third of
black men had their DNA on file, so it is important that the government monitors the situation to ensure
that that kind of scenario is not repeated in Victoria. There is also the risk of genealogical mining of
DNA databases to find familial links to offenders.
All of these events have arisen in countries, such as the United States also, where law enforcement use
of DNA databases is more widespread than in Victoria. Past experience in Victoria has largely
confirmed the axiom that wherever a database of privileged information has been established, there
has nearly always been misuse of this privileged information—and here we are seeking to involve
children as young as 15 in a system without court supervision.
On the other side, we know that there have been some improvements in DNA testing reliability and
database integrity. We know that DNA testing is a highly effective tool for investigating, in particular,
sex offences and repeat offenders. At the same time, the procedure for taking DNA samples is not
particularly invasive.
These changes will also mean that the Victorian system is compatible with other systems operating in
Australia. Therefore the Greens are not opposed to this scheme, but we do urge restraint and
monitoring in its practical operation. We feel that the DNA database should target only those linked
to serious crimes and crimes where DNA evidence is particularly useful. We also think that there
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should be practical protocols so that law enforcement does not go around hassling minor exoffenders—you know, someone who stole a car 10 years ago—who have been fully rehabilitated back
into society. Continuing to treat these people as criminals will only reinforce the feeling that they are
socially ostracised and unable to fully rehabilitate.
The bill also creates a new offence in the Crimes Act for discharging a firearm when reckless as to the
safety of a police officer or a PSO. It also sets higher maximum terms of imprisonment for common
assault where the person who commits the assault has an offensive weapon readily available and the
victim is a police officer on duty or a PSO on duty. In some circumstances, these offences will incur
a mandatory custodial sentence. The bill also amends the Crimes Act to establish the offence of
intimidation of police or other officers or their families, which will be punishable by a maximum of
10 years imprisonment.
The first point here is that the bill does not specify, and nor did the Attorney-General in her secondreading speech, exactly what kind of things intimidatory behaviour refers to. The Greens completely
agree that acts such as serious threats to anyone’s family should be considered a serious criminal
offence. But threats to kill, inflict serious injury, destroy property and commit a sexual offence to
anyone are already clearly defined in the Crimes Act, with maximum sentences of five to 10 years. So
the question remains: why do we really need this new offence?
Our legal advice is that the vague definition of intimidation in the bill means that prosecuting these
offences will prove to be difficult, with abundant grounds for appeal. But what is truly worrying is the
way that the bill leaves determining if an offence has occurred to the discretion of an officer, creating
potential for inconsistency and misuse. Given the wide range of behaviours that could be interpreted
as intimidating, the result will be to increase the number of scenarios where officers can simply arrest
someone—and this can have implications for bail. If someone was on bail for an offence and was then
charged with intimidating a law enforcement officer, even if the behaviour was quite minor, there
would be a presumption against bail and they could be locked up.
We already know that over a third of the nearly 8000 people in prison at the moment are still awaiting
sentence. We should not be adding to our rapidly rising prison population and we should know from
our experiences with these discretion-based laws that they end up disproportionally affecting
marginalised and vulnerable groups, like the Aboriginal population, who are already over-represented
in their contact with the criminal justice system and within our prisons. And we must admit that the
rising numbers of people going to prison over the last five years represents one of the greatest failures
of public policy in this state. The new offences in this bill risk exacerbating this problem, without
indicating precisely why they are needed.
The bill we look at is the same as one that was first introduced last year, and the reality is that the new
offences outlined in the bill reflect the lack of evidence and the scare tactics that characterised the law
and order politics during the recent election. Victorians rejected these policies in November last year,
and we should respect their mandate by introducing only evidence-based criminal justice reforms. I
want to conclude by talking briefly about the changes to the firearms act regarding lever action
shotguns. The bill moves these guns from category A to the slightly more restrictive category B
licences for guns with magazines of five rounds or fewer and from category A to the very restrictive
category D for those with greater than five-round magazines. The bill is also grandfathered, so a person
who already has one of these lever action shotguns registered may continue to hold the shotgun under
the least restrictive category A licence unless the person also holds a category B or D licence, in which
case that one applies. By restricting the number of firearms held in the community and in particular
high-capacity, rapid-fire guns, we anticipate we can reduce gun-related crime and save lives. Our gun
laws reflect this, and we should be proud of this.
The way our gun laws work is also pretty fair. If you do not have a genuine reason to have a certain
type of gun, you cannot get a licence and you cannot get the gun. But the transitional arrangements in
this bill run contrary to this. They say that even if a weapon is considered so dangerous that it warrants
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being in the most restrictive classification, essentially limiting it to being owned by professionals, it
can nonetheless be held by those with the least restrictive licences, simply for the reason that they have
already got it on the shelf. And this situation will continue under this bill until the weapon is destroyed
or, worse, until it is lost or stolen.
Legislation should close loopholes rather than reinforce them. The Greens position on firearms is that
those who do not need the most dangerous firearms should not have them. As I outlined earlier, there
are many parts of this bill that we agree with but have not been able to discuss due to the encyclopaedic
nature of the bill. For these reasons we will not be opposing this bill; however we may look more
closely at some of the more problematic parts of the bill when it appears in the other place.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North—Minister for Child Protection, Minister for Disability,
Ageing and Carers) (12:29): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms ALLAN:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr WELLS (Rowville) (12:30): I rise to join the debate on the Parliamentary Committees
Amendment Bill 2019. Normally these bills are straightforward, go through the Parliament pretty
easily and mostly have the support of all sides of Parliament, but when you look into the detail of the
Parliamentary Committees Amendment Bill 2019, it is not as straightforward as we would have hoped,
and so for a number of reasons we will be opposing this bill.
The first issue we have is that the bill abolishes certain house committees. The committees that will
be abolished are the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee; the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee, the Family and Community Development
Committee; and the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee. They will be abolished.
The minister has moved a motion that they be replaced by a number of Assembly standing committees,
and the four joint house committees will be replaced by the Economy and Infrastructure Standing
Committee, the Environment and Planning Standing Committee and the Legal and Social Issues
Standing Committee. That is the intent of the government, and they will be brought in. My
understanding is that once this bill has been debated, then we will move on to a notice of motion,
maybe in the next week of sitting.
We will continue to seek clarification as we move through this bill, but when you look at the functions
of the standing committees you see that, for example:
The Economy and Infrastructure Standing Committee will inquire and report on any proposal, matter or thing
connected with the Department of Education and Training; the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions;
the Department of Transport; and the Department of Treasury and Finance and related agencies.

One of the issues we have is that at the moment you have a joint house committee which can
investigate any matters, and in many cases they can self-refer. Our concern is: does the word ‘inquire’
have the same power, in word and in legislation, as ‘investigate’—to inquire into something or to
investigate? At the moment a joint house committee has the power to bring witnesses forward and
have public hearings, closed hearings and the like. We are unsure whether the replacement, a standing
committee, will have the same power.
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We understand part of the reason for the change, getting rid of the joint house committees and
replacing them with Assembly standing committees, is that the Legislative Council members of
Parliament are spread thinly across a number of committees—not just the joint house committees but
also a large number of Legislative Council committees, so we understand some of the reasoning
behind it.
When we look at some of the issues we have in regard to the committees, we want to understand why
these particular committees have been abolished; I would have thought that the work they had done in
the last Parliament was exceptional. If you look at the wording of where they stand, those four
committees that I mentioned earlier, and you look at the function they have to complete:
Parliamentary committees are groups of members appointed by their house to conduct investigations and
make recommendations about topics of particular interest to Parliament. Some committees have ongoing
functions to scrutinise legislation and finances, and others conduct inquiries into specific subject matters. A
key feature of committee work is the taking of evidence from the public and expert witnesses as part of the
inquiry process. Committee investigations result in reports to Parliament.

We need a clear understanding from government and the minister who has carriage of this bill about
whether the joint investigation committees that we have currently and the functions and roles of the
standing committees in the Assembly will have exactly the same roles and powers as the current
committees. If you look at the work that the committees that are being abolished did in the last
Parliament, some of it was very, very impressive stuff. If you look at the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee, one of its inquiries was into the CFA training
college at Fiskville. I would have thought that was an absolutely crucial investigation, and yet the
committee that did that investigation, so a committee that had MPs from both houses on it, now finds
that it is going to be abolished.
I spoke to the Liberal Whip, the member for Benambra, about his work on the CFA training college
at Fiskville. While the report is extensive, and my understanding is that the committee went to
Germany to look at the concerns they had in regard to the soil, we are still concerned about what I
believe was a bus trip around Fiskville. When you have a committee, you have committee members
and committee staff and you have experts in some cases who travel with you. But who do you think
travelled with the members of Parliament in the bus around the Fiskville site? The United Firefighters
Union (UFU). The union was there to supervise a parliamentary committee. Members of Parliament
and committee staff were not allowed on the bus until the UFU members were on the bus first , and as
they went around the whole tour was controlled by the UFU. What an absolute surprise! This was a
legitimate matter for the committee to investigate and, as I said, experts go along with you for when
there is a question from a member of Parliament—‘Why does that happen? Why do we need to change
this? Why do we do that?’—so why would you have the United Firefighters Union even invited?
Ms Halfpenny: Because they are the experts.
Mr WELLS: Oh, that is it. We have just got it summed up. There we go. You’ve got to love how
the Labor Party and the UFU are just the one unit. I think it got to the stage where they did not know
who were the members of Parliament and who were the members of the UFU. They all just meshed
into one. And for the interjector to say, ‘They are the experts’, then why are they not out there in a
consulting role? Why were they invited along not as experts but as members of the United Firefighters
Union? We have to really question who was running the committee.
A member interjected.
Mr WELLS: I’m loving this. My understanding from our side is that the member for Thomastown
actually did a very good job. She did a very, very good job.
A member interjected.
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Mr WELLS: No, that hasn’t mucked up her preselection. But the issue still remains that a group
of experts travelling around were from the UFU, and my understanding from our side is that wherever
the committee went at Fiskville, the UFU was there to supervise. For goodness sake! We did not want
committee members having their own ideas or putting up their own questions. It was all supervised by
the UFU. I wonder who the leading hand was in all that. It must have been a fantastic trip. Was there
just the one trip around Fiskville?
Mr Tilley: Yes.
Mr WELLS: The one trip. It must have been something!
A member interjected.
Mr WELLS: Pardon? What a classic.
But there has been some other good work done by that committee. The inquiry into the control of
invasive animals on Crown land was absolutely crucial for farmers. There was an inquiry into the
management, governance and the use of environmental water, which again, was very, very good stuff.
So the question is: why would you want to abolish that committee with the incredible work it has done?
The Family and Community Development Committee is also going to be abolished. As an example,
some of the good work it did in the last Parliament included an inquiry into abuse in disability services.
There is a big push around the country for a royal commission into this very area, and the primary
work has already been done by the Family and Community Development Committee inquiry into
abuse in disability services. You would think that if a royal commission begins then a starting point
would be to actually look at the good quality work of this committee. So the question is: why would
you abolish this particular committee?
It also conducted an inquiry into the handling of child abuse by religious and other organisations.
Again, we have had a massive royal commission that has had the support of all sides of Parliament
and more good work by the Family and Community Development Committee. There was also the
inquiry into supported accommodation for Victorians with a disability and/or mental illness. Again,
how relevant is that? So you would think that the work by the federal government and future
governments would come back to these inquiries and look at the work they have done.
The Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee conducted an inquiry into fuel drive-offs.
Every time there is a fuel drive-off there is outrage that the police are not doing enough in this particular
area and that it should be classed as shop theft. That was a very good inquiry, but again this committee
is going to be shut down.
The Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee held an inquiry into fuel prices in regional
Victoria and an inquiry into the NBN rollout in regional Victoria.
Those four very fine committees have all done exceptional work, so why would you shut them down?
It is not as if they or the work they produced was incompetent, or that they were factually incorrect in
their reporting. When you go back to the road safety committee, the one I mentioned earlier, which is
going to be shut down, that is where the compulsory wearing of seatbelts started. The wearing of
seatbelts worldwide started with a Victorian parliamentary road safety committee. We know how
proud a former member for Forest Hill was that the wearing of seatbelts and other road safety practices
which started with this committee were instituted around the world. Those committees will no longer
exist. They will be shut down if the government has its way.
The other issue we have in regard to getting rid of committees concerns the pay rises that have been
promised members of Parliament. This is a little confusing, because we have spent hours, days and
weeks sorting out the pay remuneration bill, the Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and
Improving Parliamentary Standards Bill 2019. We only debated that bill yesterday and it will go to the
guillotine this afternoon. An enormous amount of work has been put into that bill. Given that is the
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case, why are we bringing in an amendment to the parliamentary committees bill to give a number of
members of Parliament a large increase? It simply does not make any sense. The Minister for
Transport Infrastructure, on 6 February 2019, when talking about the introduction of a bill on
parliamentary salaries, said:
The current system for parliamentary salaries, allowances and standards is outdated, fragmented, confusing
and inadequate. These reforms aim to restore public confidence in the Parliament ...

The bill which she is referring to will establish the Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal to
ensure that members will have no role in setting the value of their own salaries and allowances. Let
me just repeat that, because this is a very important point: the bill will establish the Victorian
Independent Remuneration Tribunal to ensure that members will have no role in setting the value of
their own salaries and allowances. So the question is: why then would you bring in a bill to give
members of Parliament a pay increase before the remuneration tribunal has actually looked at it and
considered it?
The role of the Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal—the functions and powers of the
tribunal—under clause 6(1)(b) is:
inquire into and determine the additional salary and value of parliamentary allowances for specified
parliamentary office holders …

So one of the functions of the tribunal will be to look at the salary and value of parliamentary
allowances for specified parliamentary office-holders. So that to me makes perfect sense. As we said,
the remuneration tribunal bill was debated yesterday, but it is to look at the allowances and budget for
members of Parliament and to promote public trust and confidence in members of Parliament. ‘The
additional salary’ means additional salary payable to a member who is a specified parliamentary
office-holder, as I said before, in respect of other specified parliamentary officers as set out in the
determination that is currently before.
It also covers, for example, the chairman of a parliamentary committee. So if it covers the chairman
of a parliamentary committee, including a joint committee, then the tribunal will be able to look at the
workload and be able to adjust the pay as they see fit.
So it is confusing then why we would get to this stage of having pay increases for the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee (SARC) chair, when we would think that the tribunal would make that
determination, and the question is: why would you bring in a bill and rush through a pay rise when there
is already going to be a process in place? That part of it simply does not make any sense whatsoever.
So there will be pay rises for the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier, there will be pay rises—
increased pay rises—for the Government Whip for the Labor Party. They are going to create a brandnew category for a deputy whip.
These pay rises—it is almost like putting the cart before the horse. That part of it just does not make
any sense. So why rush a pay rise? And the issue is: did the member for Essendon, for example, who
is the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier—is this payback because he missed out on becoming a
minister, that his pay rise would have a significant jump, not just on top of the base but obviously
expenses as well? Why is there such a significant increase in the amount of money that the member
for Thomastown, the whip, gets? And all of a sudden there is a new position that is going to be created,
and that is a deputy whip—they are so busy, so flat out.
I have to say that the Labor whip, the member for Thomastown, does an incredible job—an absolutely
incredible job. The flow of communication between the government and the opposition and the work
that the member for Benambra does and the member for Thomastown does is excellent, and we are
very pleased with the way the system is working, the flow of information. But we cannot understand
why there is a massive increase in pay in a bill attached to a committees bill, which has nothing to do
with any of the committees.
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That is the other point that we want to make. If there were some connection between the committees
that were referred to in the bill and the pay increased, then you would say, ‘We understand’. So, for
example, in the bill there are increases for the chairs of the brand-new standing committees. We
understand that, and we do not have any problems with that. But it is the Parliamentary Secretary to
the Premier. It is the whip, the deputy whip and the increase to SARC which is not mentioned in
here—all those issues could have been dealt with under the remuneration tribunal bill. Again, we do
not understand why that would be.
There is a contradiction in that. If we are saying, ‘We need public confidence in the way members of
Parliament set their pay—let’s do it at arm’s length with the tribunal’, then why not leave all of the
pay increases to the tribunal, not just cherrypick some of the people that we want to pay a favour to
and give them a pay increase? The job of the tribunal is to ensure that it works well.
The work of the committees is crucial. So the committees that will remain are the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, SARC and the new IBAC and oversight committee—the Integrity and
Oversight Committee. Those committees will be very important. It is important that we see that the
work of PAEC, through the budget estimates, relates to the ministers’ portfolios and departments and
the work of SARC relates to the scrutiny of bills being proposed by government. The IBAC
Committee and the Accountability and Oversight Committee will be joined—they will be two
committees coming into one. It is crucial that the settings, framework and legislation are constantly
updated to ensure the Commissioner of IBAC, the Ombudsman and other people in those authorities
have the legislative power to fulfil their tasks, and the job of course is to stamp out all sorts of
corruption. So let me just finish on this point by saying that we will be opposing this bill, firstly,
because we are getting rid of four joint investigation committees. In the time I have been here we have
not had any standing committees for the Assembly, so we want to know how it is going to work in
practice. Will they have the same power as the joint house investigation committees? That is going to
be the first issue.
The second reason we are opposing this bill is because of the pay increases which are going to be
awarded to certain members of Parliament, and I refer to the debate yesterday on the remuneration
tribunal. It just does not seem to make any sense. As I said, if it were the case that the committee chairs
of the standing orders committees got a pay increase, we would understand that because it is directly
related to the bill, but I am not sure how the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier has anything to do
with any of these committees that are mentioned in this bill. They are just completely unrelated, and
being coupled into this bill makes absolutely no sense. As we said, along with that reason for opposing
the pay rise for the members for Essendon and Thomastown and the new position of Deputy
Government Whip, to us it is foreign. It does not make any sense because there is no connection
between the members of Parliament getting a pay increase and the committees that are mentioned in
this bill. Based on that, we will be opposing the bill.
Members interjecting.
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (12:54): Clearly the opposition knows far more than the government does
about its own processes.
Ms Spence interjected.
Mr J BULL: That is right. They certainly know how to pick talent, member for Yuroke.
I am very pleased to have the opportunity to speak on the Parliamentary Committees Amendment
Bill 2019. Victorians, people across this country and right across the globe deserve governments,
parliaments and democracies that place them at the centre of policymaking and lawmaking decisions.
They deserve laws that are drafted with sound analysis, thorough research and that are based on
evidence and science. One of the ways the government, indeed the Parliament, can make its best
decisions and therefore be at its most democratic is through the parliamentary committee process, a
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very important process. We have just heard some comments about that process. I am going to come
back to the lead speaker from the opposition a little later in my contribution.
I am sure that all members on both sides of the house would agree that some of the work we are able
to do on committees is very important work. Some of the research, the analysis and the time to review
and look into matters that you may not otherwise get a sound analysis or sound piece of reflection on,
if you like, would not happen without the work of parliamentary committees. Last term I had the
opportunity to serve on the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee with you, Acting Speaker
Kilkenny, and the house committee. I also chaired the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee. These committees provide great opportunities for that research and analysis
and to investigate issues that are required to be looked at by the Parliament. What is important though
is that these committees are constantly reviewed and that we reflect on the way they operate and how
responsive they are to the needs of local communities, in the city, in the suburbs, in the regions and
right across our state. This bill is important because it looks at the way in which the parliamentary
committees operate and many of those important issues that have already been canvassed.
The primary purpose of this bill is to update and modernise the structure and avoid duplication of
committees. There is no doubt that there are issues that get referred to various committees across both
sides of Parliament that do need that sound analysis, but what we need to be careful of is ensuring that
a lot of this work is not duplicated. This bill will amend the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 by
abolishing four policy-focused joint house committees, reducing the number of joint house committees
from nine to five. Three new standing committees of the Legislative Assembly will be established
through amendments to the standing orders.
The bill will amend the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968. We know that there are
important measures to ensure that the process, the dynamics and the way that the Parliament deals
with our committee process are looked at.
This bill is an important bill for the government. It is an important bill because we want to ensure that
the best system of committees is in place. We know that some of the joint house committees will be
abolished. The Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee; the Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee; the Family and Community Development Committee and the Law Reform,
Road and Community Safety Committee will go. There will be the establishment of the Standing
Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure, the Standing Committee on the Environment and
Planning and the Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues. We know that the new standing
committees will have the power to inquire into and report on any proposal and any matter or thing
connected with the department or their related agencies. There is nothing in this legislation that
prohibits a matter from going to a committee in the first place with a referral. I take the point from
those opposite around ensuring that the balance of committees is right, but it is my view and the
government’s view that this balance is right.
I want to take the opportunity in the limited time that I have available to thank the hardworking
parliamentary staff who support members of Parliament on parliamentary committees. Certainly I am
sure you will agree that the volume of work that is undertaken by our parliamentary staff—our research
officers, those that support the library—is an extensive amount of work. The sheer volume of data and
research and the time that it takes for matters to come to a committee is extraordinarily large. I want
to note that work, acknowledge that work and thank all those staff for the work that has been done. I
would not want to be getting the wind-up on this very important piece of legislation, but I am very
pleased to commend this bill to the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.01 p.m.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (14:01): I am delighted to see a big audience here for my contribution on the
Parliamentary Committees Amendment Bill 2019 this afternoon. It is an honour to rise and speak on
this bill, which of course will have great importance for us moving forward in this term of Parliament.
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This bill really has two parts—one, of course, which deals with the committee structure of the
Parliament, as you would expect with a bill that is titled Parliamentary Committees Amendment Bill;
but also another section which deals with and principally amends the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968, and that is a far more bizarre inclusion in this legislation, in my view, than
the amendments around the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003.
The first part of this bill really abolishes a number of joint investigatory committees that I think have
served this house and the Parliament very well over time. It abolishes the Economic, Education, Jobs
and Skills Committee; the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development Committee;
the Family and Community Development Committee; and the Law Reform, Road and Community
Safety Committee. Instead, it replaces them with three standing committees: the Economy and
Infrastructure Committee, the Environment and Planning Committee and the Legal and Social Issues
Committee, which of course mirrors the structure that we have in the other place.
My understanding is that one of the reasons for abolishing the four joint committees is that the
government feels that its MPs in the other place have too much work. I think that is quite an unfortunate
approach to take because these committees function as a very serious examination of policy in this
state and they play a very, very important role. I do not really think it is good enough for the
government to simply say, ‘Well, we’re a bit busy’—playing politics or—‘doing the other things that
we do to actually bother to man and to staff these four investigatory committees’.
The Manager of Opposition Business before the break outlined his concerns around the changes in
wording, particularly around our concern that these new standing committees will not actually have
the power to investigate like a joint house committee does, because fundamentally the bill is changing
the word ‘investigate’ to ‘inquire’. Of course that is one of the very powerful things about the joint
house committees—it is their ability to call witnesses, to interrogate policy issues and to really get to
the bottom of the issues that matter to Victorians.
You only have to have a look at some of the work that was done by those four joint house committees
in the last term of Parliament. We had inquiries like the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee which did the inquiry into fuel prices in regional Victoria, which was at the instigation of
The Nationals at that time. That came about because we heard a lot from our constituents about the
disparity in fuel pricing, which in many cases seems bizarre and seems to have no basis—why fuel,
for example, is more expensive in Yarrawonga than it might be in Wangaratta. That committee
undertook some great work to actually get to the bottom of some of those issues. We had the inquiry
into community energy projects and the inquiry into career advice activities in Victorian schools,
which I think was a committee reference that both sides of Parliament certainly actively participated
in and put a lot into the outcomes of.
Most particularly, the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee was in the process of an
inquiry into the NBN rollout in regional Victoria. I believe that inquiry was never actually finished
before the last Parliament rose, so we have a half-finished inquiry that is fundamental to the lives of
many people in rural and regional Victoria. The fact is that the NBN and gaps in the NBN in internet
speeds and connectivity really threaten to leave parts of regional Victoria behind. I hear that on a daily
basis as I travel around my communities as well. The fact is that we had a fantastic inquiry that was
actually underway, that people had put effort into, and that I assume people had made submissions
to—and people wanted to see the outcome of the terms of reference and the inquiry that was being
undertaken. But instead, because the government is seeking to collapse those committees to create a
little less work for itself and a little less oversight, we now will not see the outcome of what I think
was a very important reference.
The Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development Committee is one that is quite
critical to our constituents as country MPs. As the Manager of Opposition Business mentioned earlier
in the debate, it did an investigation into the control of invasive animals on Crown land; into Fiskville;
and particularly an inquiry into the management, governance and use of environmental water, which
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came about because many people in northern Victoria held significant concern that the use of
environmental water was in fact triggering black water events and causing fish kills and other perverse
outcomes which it was not intended for.
You could go on about the fantastic work that those committees did over the last term of Parliament
and indeed preceding that. I think it is a great shame that the government is seeking to remove those
committees and instead replace them with three standing committees, which I just do not think will
have the capacity to get through the same volume of work. We do have concerns that they may not
have the same power as those joint house committees. I suppose that is something that will be tested
and proven over time.
I think I would speak for many members of this house when I say that we often feel that we do not
have enough time in here—on both sides of the chamber—to really interrogate policy issues away
from the often hyper-partisan nature of the chamber. The committee structure is one way where we
can do that. There is in fact a motion before the upper house at the moment which would make some
very good references to those committees. I think it is a shame that the government will not actually
consider those, including inquiries into road safety, moved by Mr Davis in the upper house—the
impact of mobile phones and electronic devices on road safety; and also the extreme issues that we
have in the state at the moment around recycling. They are issues of great importance to Victoria,
which could be investigated by those committees if they were not being abolished.
The second part of this bill I must say I find just extraordinary. I thought that the Manager of
Opposition Business was quite moderate in his language around this, to be honest. The second part of
this bill deals with pay rises, particularly for the Government Whip and the Parliamentary Secretary
to the Treasurer. I note that the Manager of Opposition Business certainly—
Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Ms RYAN: Sorry, the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier; thank you, member for Oakleigh. I
note that the Manager of Opposition Business acknowledged that the Government Whip does do a
fantastic job. She is in the chamber, and I certainly credit her for her work in managing what is
sometimes a very unruly government bench. I do not think it is right that the government seeks to slip
in pay rises when it does have a bill dealing with remuneration for all members in this chamber. It is
interesting to note that these positions are predominately government positions. Of course they are
intending to also give an increase to committee chairs, but we have got the creation of a new role of
Deputy Government Whip. I just find it extraordinary that one of the first pieces of legislation to enter
this house is all about paying themselves more. That is the reality of this legislation. Why would you
not leave those positions to the Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving
Parliamentary Standards Bill 2019, which is currently before the house, or to the Independent
Remuneration Tribunal, as they have told us that they intended to do? Instead they are seeking to pay
themselves more. A cynic might say that is a bit of a pay-off to the members for Thomastown and
Essendon for not being put on the front bench. I think that if the government was genuine about making
sure that there was independent oversight of salaries in this place, its first act would not be to create
new paid positions and significant increases in pay for members on that side of the house. For those
reasons we will be opposing this legislation.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (14:11): I am pleased to make a contribution on the Parliamentary
Committees Amendment Bill 2019. I am a former member of the Law Reform Committee, a
committee which in my first term in this place completed three reports. I want to touch on those as
outlining examples of some of the work that committees do. Unlike what we have heard in some of
the contributions from those opposite, committees do work that then leads to laws in this place and
materially affects the lives of Victorians. I refer to three inquiries in particular.
The Inquiry into Access by Donor-Conceived People to Information about Donors report was tabled
in March 2012. It led to what is commonly referred to as Narelle’s law—not only through that report
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but also through the then conservative government’s response at the time. There were some
amendments to the law that former Premier Baillieu and the former member for Box Hill, the
Attorney-General at the time, worked very hard to bring about. There was then a private members bill
that the then Labor opposition introduced in the upper house to put further pressure on the government
to adopt the recommendations in this cross-party report—unanimous recommendations to allow
donor-conceived people access to information about their donors. The Labor Party then made changes
in the party platform to make the changes in law if we were elected to government. When the private
members bill was unsuccessful, we then were elected to government. We introduced that legislation
through the then Minister for Health, now Attorney-General, and we changed the law. That all came
from that cross-party work for donor-conceived people. Of course we remember people like Narelle
Grech, who fortunately was able to make a connection, before her death, to her biological father.
The sexting inquiry was another one. That report was tabled in this place in May 2013, and it led to
changes in the law to better protect vulnerable people, particularly young people, who found
themselves victims of sexting and images on carriage services. That again was a contemporary
example of using the committee system to bring about changes in the law and be a bit more nimble
about how we deal with some of the challenges we face today.
There are issues around sexting and images and how they are used, understanding too that young
people do not always understand the consequences of their actions in relation to sexting issues and
some of the myriad challenges they can face in terms of the sorts of convictions they can be faced with
in those instances. We made changes to the law there that were very beneficial.
The third inquiry, with a report we tabled in March 2013, was the inquiry into access to and interaction
with the justice system by people with intellectual disability and their families and carers. It highlighted
the difficulties and challenges faced by people with intellectual or physical disabilities in their
interaction with the justice system and in holding to account those who have responsibilities,
particularly Victoria Police and the court system, to ensure the rights of people with intellectual or
physical disabilities are protected and advanced in the criminal justice system.
The three reports were done across barely a couple of years between our establishment in about 2011
through to mid to late 2013—three significant reports that all led to changes in the law in this place. I
think they are significant examples of the work of the Law Reform Committee at that time led by the
former member for Prahran, Clem Newton-Brown.
That is probably a good example and an encouragement to new members in this place—who are not
short of advice, I am sure— to take part in, or nominate to serve on, parliamentary committees. It is a
great opportunity to spend some more detailed time on priorities in the Parliament and the community
that need the attention of MPs, whether they are government or non-government MPs. Certainly some
of those recommendations and some of the opportunities that are given by the Parliament through
references to those committees could be generated from community issues. We have seen where the
law has been able to be changed. There is an opportunity for new members to get involved in that
committee process and for members of Parliament to spend time out of this chamber working on public
policy issues in particular that are of importance to the community.
I also think what is important is that nothing remains the same. There were certainly some changes to
the Law Reform Committee under the previous government when it was rolled in with some other
committees. Some of us with other responsibilities stepped away from committee involvement at that
time. I think you have got to be prepared to be nimble in this place and to reflect on whether the
committee process needs to be amended, sharpened or changed to better reflect both the needs of the
Parliament and the expectations of the community.
That leads to the opportunity to abolish several joint house committees. Those of course include the
Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee; the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
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Development Committee; the Family and Community Development Committee; and the Law
Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee.
Can I say in response to some opposite who have talked about the committee process and how it
operates, particularly in the other place, that ultimately and absolutely the committee process and
particularly a number of the standing committees and the way in which they operate are particularly
important, but we should also not forget that governments are made in the Assembly. The priorities in
the Assembly are the commitments that the government has given, confirmed by the people at the
ballot box, to deliver in the Parliament, not to get bogged down. We have seen the opposition use the
committee process in the other place to try and obstruct the government in delivering its agenda and
to try and hold the government back from delivering on the commitments that it has made to the
Victorian people and that the Victorian people have voted for and supported and expect the
government to deliver. There is a capacity for some to seek to undermine the committee process and
its goals of providing opportunities to highlight injustices and to highlight changes that need to be
made in our laws and to make sure that these come to light and are considered by the government of
the day and by our Parliament. I would say that, yes, there can be a bit of navel-gazing in some of the
committees that are set up in the other place for different ulterior motives. That only seeks to
undermine the value of the committee process and the role of the Parliament to make sure that we are
focused on the priorities of the community and the work that they expect us to do.
Can I also refer to the time when Vaughn Koops was the executive officer of the then Law Reform
Committee. Now of course he has other roles in this place. I just wanted to acknowledge his work but
also the work of all the parliamentary officers and executive officers, who provide great support to the
committee process and to parliamentarians in relation to those committees.
Can I say also that I think it is very important to make sure that in this place there is a focus on doing
committee work on terms of reference provided to those committees by the Parliament—effectively
by the government—to work on some of the issues that have been identified in the community. I have
touched on a couple of those today where we have seen changes in the law. Whether it be in relation
to sexting or whether it be in relation to access to information around donor conception, we have seen
very significant changes in the law, and the committee process has delivered that. But when the
committee process is used simply to go down cul-de-sacs and burrows for political pointscoring and
to drain the capacity and resources of the executive and the legislature to do effective work, it simply
undermines the community’s view and leads to scepticism about the capacity of the committee system
to be effective. I would say that fortunately in this place the committees and the committee process
have been able to be very effective in bringing about changes in the law and highlighting where
perhaps legislation is ineffective or has not kept in step with modern times.
I want to acknowledge the work of the Leader of the House and others who have worked hard,
particularly the Special Minister of State in the other place, to pull together these reforms and put them
to the Parliament to make sure that we have a very focused committee process that provides an
opportunity to continue to challenge a lot of the norms in the way in which we operate and to make
sure that there is an effective way, building on the commitments that we took to the election, to find
and pursue evidence and material benefit to demonstrate why other laws in this place need to be either
amended or improved to pick up on injustices in our community. I commend the amendments in this
bill and the committee process to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (14:21): I rise to join the debate on the Parliamentary Committees
Amendment Bill 2019. I will begin by noting that last year, 2018, marked 50 years since the
comprehensive Parliamentary Committees Act 1968 was introduced in the Victorian Parliament. I
think that now we are really making some changes that certainly are significant and, I think, change a
lot of the meaning these have had. I am following on from the member for Ivanhoe, who really seemed
to be quite passionate about the joint investigative committees that he has been on, and he was quite
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nostalgic, certainly, for the former Law Reform Committee, which is one of the ones that is facing the
axe under the bill before the house.
This bill before the house, although it is quite brief, is fairly significant. It has two key components.
One of course is amending the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003, as you would expect, given the
title of the bill. But it also slips in an amendment to the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Act 1968, which really has no relationship, as far as I can see, to the committees bill. It is completely
separate, and it has just been snuck in there to serve some political purposes of the moment.
Everybody who has been in this house for more than one term has experience in the role of joint
investigative committees, which have done some wonderful work. I have also been on a number of
those investigative committees. I started with the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee. That was fiddled around with in 2015 at around about this time of year. I would think that
if they are making changes it might have been prudent to have looked at reinstating that committee,
because we have heard about the population explosion in Melbourne. We have heard of that
consistently for four years at least. We have got a ring in the outer suburbs now where we are releasing
new housing lots, but it is just not going to keep up with the population growth. And of course we
have got the pressure that is going to be on the middle and inner suburbs, where they are expected to
perhaps be able to house some 100 000 people each year. I think this would have been a prudent time
to have a look at reintroducing that committee. But the committees facing the chop here at the moment
are the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee; the Environment, Natural Resources and
Regional Development Committee; the Family and Community Development Committee; and the
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee.
I have mentioned the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and Development Committee. The former
Law Reform Committee had some fiddling with it as well. Prior to the last term, that committee did a
lot of great work. They looked at sexting and also the quite profound issue of access by donorconceived people to information about donors. That did lead to some legislative change. In the last
Parliament I was deputy chair of the Family and Community Development Committee, and we did
some fabulous work. Committees are an opportunity to bring in experts and witnesses and really get
to the bottom of a whole lot of different issues and to find out stuff that we actually are not going to
find out about during the course of normal parliamentary debate. One of the ones that I thought was
particularly useful was the inquiry into services for people with autism spectrum disorder. We saw
how well Australia is doing compared to the rest of the world and that in fact Australia is leading the
world in some areas in this field, which is something that we should be really proud of. In the inquiry
into perinatal services we had some wonderful experts and we travelled across the state. Of course
with a lot of these committees people go overseas to have a look at the great work that is being done
and the lessons learned.
Earlier, the Road Safety Committee had a look at the work that was being done then with seatbelts,
and it led to the introduction of seatbelts not just in Australia but it really set an international trend. So
we have got some extraordinary history in this area.
What we have found, though, is that as part of this bill the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Act 1968 is also to be amended. There are several extraordinary things about this, but perhaps one of
the most extraordinary things is that there is also a bill before the house that was debated yesterday on
this very issue, and it makes no sense to not split those apart and put these amendments where they
really belong. What are the reasons why that has not been done? I think we have got some fairly
grumbly members of the government that the Premier has had to look at how to appease. If we have a
look at the roles that are impacted here—‘impacted’ meaning to benefit financially from these
amendments—we have the Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier. The bill is going to see over
$108 000 in additional money being paid to the member for Essendon.
Mr Fowles interjected.
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Ms McLEISH: When you have a look at how much the average annual wage in Essendon is, it is
significantly more than that. People are very sensitive. I can hear that members of the government are
very, very tetchy in this area, but over that four-year period they are going to get that $108 000 extra
and the Government Whip is going to get over that four-year period $47 000 extra.
Mr Fowles interjected.
Ms McLEISH: The Deputy Government Whip is yet to be named. The member for Burwood is
out of his seat and out of order absolutely and, being a newcomer in this place, I suggest you spend
your time learning the practices in this chamber rather than interjecting from a place where you are
unable to do that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence): Order! The member for Eildon will resume her
contribution on the bill.
Ms McLEISH: The deputy whip in the Assembly is yet to be named, and I was going to suggest
that perhaps the outspoken member for Burwood may be in line for that role. Over that period of time
it will be an extra $58 000. The chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)—
another $35 000 over the period between now and the election. So all up that is fairly significant. It is
a quarter of a million dollars there, about $250 000, and what could that get you? We could get two
maternity nurses for that, and when you have a look at the inquiry that we did into perinatal services,
I know how much those maternity nurses are needed across the state. The reason I know that is because
we went and spoke to nurses, to hospitals and to the unions as well, who certainly confirmed that this
is something that they would be supporting.
In the midst of this, we have really got these questionable parts of this bill. The link between the
superannuation bill, the salary changes and the committees is very, very tenuous, and in fact I would
suggest that it is not one at all. We are getting a tribunal that is going to be set up to have a look at and
to review the salaries and conditions of all parliamentarians, and you would think that they would have
the ability to do this at that time rather than having the government cherrypick this bill, which really
could be called the Member for Essendon Bill because we have got some grumpy members over
there—and I do notice that he is very coy.
The age-old saying is ‘jobs for the boys’. I understand that this may also be jobs for the females on that
side of the house as well—I do not want to be discriminatory. However, I think what is being mooted
here is really probably not in the best interests of Parliament. It is not in the best interests of transparency,
good governance and process; it is a failure of government process in fact. I will note, however, that the
government are going to be implementing some lower house standing committees because I do know
they have got a lot of backbenchers that they will be very keen to keep busy for this term of government.
I wish for that luxury, but they are going to have to do that and convene those standing committees of
the lower house. It is quite a rarity in this chamber, as I understand it, to have these standing committees
convened. The member for Rowville cannot remember when that last happened.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (14:31): Some of the best work the Parliament does is in the
committees. It is a really important feature, and it is just a shame that the general public do not see that
aspect of what happens—that there is bipartisanship, there is cooperation and there is working in the
public interest. Too often they just see what happens in question time, and it looks and sounds like two
dogs barking. I tell you: that is part of the reason why people turn down the volume, then turn it off,
on the political debate.
This is an important bill to modernise and update the parliamentary committee structure, and the aim
is to reduce the amount of duplication between the committees. I have taken some advice to respond
to some of the issues that have been raised by the opposition about what is going to happen in the
future, and particularly one of the opposition members raised the issue about the NBN. The response
I have been given is that this could be subject to a new reference for these committees. Obviously the
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committees of the 58th Parliament finished when that was prorogued, but the critical point is that there
could be a new reference.
Ms Green: The government has also taken action.
Mr McGUIRE: As the member for Yan Yean says, ‘The government has also taken action’, but
on other points even related to what was being raised by David Davis in the other place as recently as
yesterday, those matters that he raised could actually be referred again. So that can be covered off; that
does not have to be rejected.
For all intents and purposes what we have with these committees is greater flexibility than the joint
committees of the former parliaments, because they were established under legislation and these
committees are being established within the standing orders. So they can actually be amended, and
that is the critical point. Specific issues can be brought, and if you have a look at what the committees
actually do, the three new standing committees of the Legislative Assembly will be established
through amendments to the standing orders to provide this greater flexibility. They will also be able to
abolish the following joint house committees established under the Parliamentary Committees
Act 2003: the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee, the Environment, Natural Resources
and Regional Development Committee, the Family and Community Development Committee and the
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee.
If you have a look at the breadth of the new ones, the bill will establish the new standing committees
of the Legislative Assembly through the amendments. The first one is the Economy and Infrastructure
Standing Committee. That is what I am saying: that would seem to me to be the most likely one if you
wanted to look into the NBN. A reference could go to that committee. The Environment and Planning
Standing Committee will look at growth areas, what is happening there, how we address population,
how we look at what is the infrastructure that we need and a host of other issues that fit within the
planning structure. The third is the Legal and Social Issues Standing Committee. It could also cover
issues like those that we did under the Family and Community Development Committee, of which I
was the co-chair. We conducted the inquiry into child sexual abuse that delivered the landmark report
Betrayal of Trust. We can see the value of the committees when we look at an issue of such
significance, because it is still echoing today. There are still issues that need to be addressed,
particularly about redress.
I want to raise the point that Australia’s parliaments must enforce compensation to survivors of child
sexual abuse. Recent revelations by the national newspaper, the Australian, that only 28 abuse victims
have been compensated under the $4 billion redress scheme, despite 2335 people applying, because
key states and institutions have been slow to commit, are incredible. This report was tabled in 2013. It
was significant because of the admissions that it was able to achieve during the hearings. I will not go
into the detail now on some of those admissions because of other matters. One constituent came to see
me about it and when she first came to the Parliament she could not even talk about what had happened
to her. That is how devastating it had been in her life. The enormity of bearing witness was so strong
that she felt fearful and overwhelmed, and that was seven years ago when she regressed to her
childhood self because of the misplaced sense of guilt and shame about what had happened.
This is where the Parliament works at its best. This is where we can go into these issues, and we can
get bipartisan support. The reforms went through two different parliaments and three different
Premiers. It is good to see the Premier in the chamber now while we are debating this matter. This is
the constancy of purpose that we were able to have, and that is what it has taken to actually get these
reforms. That was an important role for the public, because this was about restoring a measure of trust,
particularly for the people who had felt that institutions had failed them right throughout their lives. It
is not over yet. As I said, these issues are still to be resolved, but I think it is an important role. You
need to have the constancy of purpose, and you need to have it, as we are now into the third Parliament,
to address such matters.
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The admissions secured during the Victorian parliamentary inquiry helped initiate the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, and Betrayal of Trust recommended
the establishment of an alternative mechanism to civil litigation to provide options for increased
monetary payments, counselling and psychological services to survivors of institutional child abuse,
and the royal commission endorsed this key reform. I remember that when the legislation enabling
Victoria to participate in the national redress scheme passed with bipartisan support last year, it was
extremely important for all those people who had testified and all those people who had had the
courage and the fortitude to do that. As I said, that was a really significant time for them. They were
able to actually come into this Parliament, to sit in the gallery and to hear the validation for their
coming forward—that they were innocent; that what happened to them was not just appalling, it was
criminal; and that steps were being taken. They were being heard, and the governments were acting. I
know from an ongoing relationship with one constituent how important that has been for her, and she
is hoping soon to get a resolution finally on what the payment will be. But I cannot believe that this is
still being dragged out to this day and to this time. As we speak here the echo of this will still be heard
in the Vatican with the Pope calling for a special conference there of all the bishops who are key
players in this. We hope that these matters finally resolve.
I just want to sum up by saying that this is some of the best work that will be done. It does restore a
measure of trust in the institutional value of the Parliament, and I think that under the structure that the
government is proposing, there is the flexibility to have references that members of the opposition
have actually raised. They can be accommodated, and we have greater flexibility in the way that this
can be handled because it can be done by an amendment of the house. With that, I commend the bill
to the house.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (14:40): I rise today to speak on behalf of the Greens on the Parliamentary
Committees Amendment Bill 2019, particularly because the bill proposes to amend the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 to provide substantial increases to the salaries and allowances
of MPs that occupy certain government-held positions within the Parliament. The Greens oppose these
salary increases for government MPs by government MPs, and we therefore will oppose this bill.
The Greens recognise the right of members of Parliament and those with senior positions within the
government to be paid at an appropriate level for their work. Nor are we claiming in opposing this bill
that MPs and senior members of the government do not work extremely hard for the people they
represent—indeed we know firsthand that they do. Rather we oppose the bill because the government
has not properly explained why these ad hoc pay increases for certain MPs are necessary, nor has it
explained exactly what extra work will be done by these MPs. Also the proposed pay rises exceed
anything that is usually offered to other public servants. They reinforce a system where there is one rule
for politicians and one rule for everyone else. The proposed pay rises are not independent, as they are
determined by government members of Parliament for government members of Parliament, and they
are completely unnecessary because at the same time as introducing this bill we also have a bill before
us that will establish a new remuneration tribunal to independently determine and set the salary for MPs.
These increases are substantial. The bill provides that the loading for the Parliamentary Secretary to
the Premier will now be 24 per cent above their base salary, and the expense allowance is now 18 per
cent above normal. In fact my back-of-the-envelope calculations came to about $27 000 extra per year
for that position, which is exactly a quarter of the $108 000 that the member for Eildon worked out,
so we have both came to the same position. The new position of Deputy Government Whip will get
about $16 000 per year more. There is an increase also for the Government Whip in the Assembly,
which is confusing because there is also a deputy position created, which would suggest that there
might be less work. Given how hard the Government Whip works, it is difficult to say no to this. But
that goes to the very nub of the problem, which is that MPs have to make decisions about their
colleagues’ salaries. It would be far better therefore to have the independent remuneration tribunal
come to this determination.
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Finally, we have the chairperson of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee entitled to an
additional roughly $8000 a year. Like the member for Eildon, I calculated that for the same increases
an extra person could be given a job. I got to just one nurse but we could certainly get at least one more
useful person working.
These are significant amounts of money in anyone’s book. In comparison, for example, the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier gets an extra $27 000 a year and the single age pension is
$24 000. That is fine, but you would expect the government would provide some pretty solid
justifications for giving themselves a pay rise. But I could not find any media releases providing
justification for this. The Leader of the House delivered a simple second-reading speech blandly listing
the pay rises, as if it is completely routine. After looking into it further, perhaps that is not too far from
the truth. Historically almost the first order of business of Victorian governments of all persuasions,
from both sides, after an election is to reward themselves with a pay rise via a bill a bit like this one.
For example, the Parliamentary Legislation Amendment Bill introduced in 2007 provided additional
payments to almost two-thirds of the caucus above the base backbencher salary. Not to be outdone,
the coalition’s own parliamentary salaries and superannuation amendment bill of 2012 resulted in a
5.3 per cent annual pay rise to all MPs just a few years ago.
I also discovered that there is an established role to be played by the opposition in presenting a kind of
faux outrage or empathy with the working population who would never receive even a fraction of
these pay rises. To illustrate this point, we find that the Treasurer, then in opposition, said about the
coalition’s 2012 pay rise bill, and I quote:
... this bill is about politicians awarding pay increases to politicians, and in those circumstances, recognising
that harsh reality, in the absence of any alternative measure or mechanism or for that matter justification,
members of Parliament should not afford to themselves wage increases higher than the wage outcomes being
imposed on the Victorian public sector.

The Greens completely agree with the Treasurer on this and our position has not changed. Indeed, the
Treasurer went on:
Let us hope this is the last time—

in 2012—
this Parliament has to indulge itself in talking about the isolated level of wage increases politicians intend
awarding to themselves. Using legislation to set wages on a regular basis not only consumes the time of this
Parliament but is also ultimately an act of self-absorption and introspection, when the community expects
members of this place to direct their energies and efforts beyond our own fundamental concerns.

The Greens completely agree with the Treasurer on this point, and so we will oppose this bill.
But this government is now introducing a bill which sets these pay rises while establishing an
independent tribunal in the same week. There certainly have been, to my knowledge, no equivalent
massive pay rises for any of the parliamentary staff, the secretariats of committees and the electorate
officers who support and administer much of the workloads of the MPs who occupy these positions. I
believe the most recent pay rises for these hardworking staff sit somewhere between 3 and 4 per cent.
But really I am less concerned with the government’s complete about-face on this issue, and more that
there has simply been no reasonable justification provided by the government this time around.
Without justifying why it feels it needs to give pay rises to some government MPs, especially at this
time, just prior to the creation of an independent body to determine MPs pay, we can only conclude
that this is simply one last cash grab by government MPs before the biscuit jar is put away—the rules
change and they never get another opportunity. So for that reason we encourage all MPs to reject this
bill.
Ms D'AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (14:47): I move:
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That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agree to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
Address to Parliament
GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed on motion of Mr BRAYNE:
That the following address, in reply to the speech of Her Excellency the Governor to both houses of
Parliament, be agreed to by the house:
Governor:
We, the Legislative Assembly of Victoria assembled in Parliament, wish to express our loyalty to our
Sovereign and to thank you for the speech which you have made to the Parliament.

Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (14:48): Last night when the house was adjourned I was well through
my address-in-reply. I suppose the theme of what I was talking about was the issue that was raised in
the Governor’s speech on behalf of the Andrews government and that was fairness and fairness for all
Victorians. I talked extensively about the lack of fairness in investment in rail in regional Victoria and
had just started talking about the lack of investment in agriculture and the lack of vision for agriculture
in this state. There is a very small amount, a pittance, in the budget for what is one of Victoria’s major
industries, a major employer with major export industries. I suppose the real issue there is that there is
no long-term investment in biosecurity in this state. Recently we have seen articles in newspapers about
products seized at one of our major airports that actually had traces of foot-and-mouth. A foot-andmouth outbreak in Australia would cost our economy something like $50 billion. It would be a huge
cost to the economy. I think that there is nothing fair on behalf of agriculture. There is no long-term
investment in agriculture and particularly in biosecurity with this particular government.
I would have thought that the Governor’s speech at the start of four years of a new Parliament would
have been a great opportunity for the Premier to lay out his vision for regional development in this
state. There is no ongoing funding for the regional development program into the future. The funding
that was put there by the Liberal-Nationals when we were in government actually runs out on 30 June
this year and there is no commitment to that regional development funding. That was a very important
program for local government for upgrading their infrastructure and community infrastructure, a great
program for community groups to do the same, and also a very important program for business in
helping invest in the associated infrastructure for business development in regional Victoria—issues
around power upgrades, road upgrades, water upgrades and sewage upgrades to help businesses that
want to relocate into regional Victoria or grow in regional Victoria and create more jobs out there.
I suppose from my own local electorate’s point of view there was nothing fair at all about the process
that the Echuca Specialist School had to go through to get funding from this government. There was
a funding commitment for only half a school in Echuca, for the combination of the Echuca South and
Echuca West schools but no funding for the Echuca Specialist School when that was done a couple of
years ago. That school community—the whole community, actually—had to run a major campaign to
get a commitment from the Andrews government to actually do the second half of that development
so that the Echuca Specialist School could move out to what is now the Echuca Twin Rivers School
site. In that whole process, I would like to congratulate the parents, the supporters of the Specialist
school and particularly the Riverine Herald. The Riverine Herald is the local paper in Echuca. They
actually got right behind the Echuca Specialist School and the school community there to run a
program, making sure that the Minister for Education was actually very aware of that. They ran a
campaign to make sure that he actually came to Echuca and made an announcement about that school.
My understanding is that hopefully the build will start on that shortly.
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I suppose one of the major issues coming up to the election and that has been going for quite a while
is the redevelopment of the Swan Hill hospital and a major campaign there. It is time. Swan Hill needs
a new hospital. There is a committee there running a program. It is something that the LiberalNationals made a commitment of $44 million to actually build that new hospital for Swan Hill. If you
look at the hierarchy of hospitals and what needs replacing, as other hospitals have been redeveloped
around Victoria, Swan Hill is now near the top of the list and desperately needs a redevelopment there.
It services an area with, probably, a 100 or 150-kilometre radius around Swan Hill. It is 2.5 hours to
Mildura and it is over 2 hours to Bendigo, so it is a major regional hospital servicing that particular
area. It has served the community well but is no longer fit for purpose for the Swan Hill community
and it does need redeveloping. When we were in government, between 2010 and 2014, we made an
investment to upgrade the aged care wing, what is now called Logan Lodge, which is a great part of
the hospital, but in some ways, in redeveloping some of it, it actually shows how the rest of it is even
more in need than everyone thought. So there is a desperate need for that redevelopment of the Swan
Hill hospital. The local committee, the Swan Hill Needs a New Hospital committee, could never, ever
get the former Minister for Health, the member for Altona, to come to Swan Hill to actually view the
hospital and meet with them. They would desperately love for the new Minister for Health to actually
make a trip to Swan Hill to meet with them, actually view the hospital and, more importantly, actually
make a funding announcement about some money to start that particular process.
There have been a number of master plans done. I think the department is holding it up at the moment
by having a refresh of that master plan. That is part of the strategy that departments have to make sure
there is not pressure for something to be done, but the master plan was done. There is the opportunity
there for the Andrews government to show they are being fair for all of Victoria by investing in the
Swan Hill hospital in this May’s budget.
The SPEAKER: Before calling on the member for St Albans, I would like to acknowledge in the
gallery today His Excellency Reiichiro Takahashi, the Ambassador of Japan to Australia, and his wife,
Madame Takahashi. I would also like to acknowledge the Consul-General of Japan in Melbourne, and
his wife as well, in the gallery today.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (14:53): Thank you, Speaker. It is fantastic to be here again, and in
particular I would like to congratulate you on your re-election as Speaker. And of course I would like
to congratulate everybody who has been re-elected and also the new members to this place.
Today I rise to speak on the address-in-reply. In particular I would like to thank my volunteers and the
people of St Albans for yet again putting their trust and faith in me in re-electing me as the member for
St Albans. It has been a great honour to be their member for the last four years. As a local and someone
who lives and was raised in St Albans, it has been an absolute honour. The residents of St Albans, my
constituents, have stood by me, shoulder to shoulder, not only over the last four years but also the last
20 years of my community and political life. So it has been an absolute honour for me, again.
Let me say that the St Albans election was quite an interesting election. Once again, as I said, the
constituents of St Albans stood side-by-side in supporting me. There is no doubt that when I was first
elected as part of the Andrews Labor government we wasted no time in delivering to the seat of
St Albans. I will never forget standing at the pre-poll in November 2014 and being told that Labor
would not remove the Main Road level crossing and would not remove the Furlong Road level
crossing—and I think we know the history of both of those dangerous level crossings—this misleading
information being told to the community back then. I was so proud and absolutely touched that one of
our first steps in government was to begin the removal of the Main Road and Furlong Road level
crossings. These crossings were dangerous, took many lives and hurt a lot of families. Today we see
in St Albans a transformation—a transformation where we do not have these dangerous level
crossings. We have a vibrant shopping precinct, and with Furlong Road being quite close to Sunshine
Hospital, ambulance services can get to and from it quite quickly and easily thanks to the Andrews
Labor government.
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Just down the road from Furlong Road we can see the new Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s
Hospital. Again, we wasted no time. As we know, only Labor governments have invested in Sunshine
Hospital, and we have now also built the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital. This is a stateof-the-art facility, a health facility that will cater for the growth corridor of the west. And of course we
did not stop there. We are investing close to $30 million in redeveloping and extending the emergency
department at Sunshine Hospital, because we recognise the demands and the growth in the west.
Last term, back in November, we saw the completion of the EJ Whitten Bridge, more lanes on our
roads and more investment in our schools—a number of which I would like to talk about. At Jackson
School the investment by our government has seen the morale of that whole school community change
in the last four years. It was a small amount of investment, but it went a long way. At Monmia Primary
School in Keilor Downs, we had the extension of their library. In St Albans East we saw just last
month the removal of the 1970s toilet blocks. These are the investments. We have seen the return of
school breakfast programs to our schools, and in my electorate this means a lot to the families, to the
children and to the school community.
There has been so much investment in the seat of St Albans, and in the November election I think that
is what my constituents recognised and appreciated—the investment and the absolute rejuvenation of
the electorate of St Albans. We wasted no time in the removal of the level crossings, the building of
the new hospital and the investment in free TAFE—in particular Victoria University Polytechnic in
Sunshine. We have seen the creation of traineeships linking in to government projects, which is really
important, giving those young kids an opportunity which otherwise they would not be able to ascertain
and making sure there is the opportunity of 30 priority TAFE courses. I know this has been extremely
popular in my electorate with the young, and even the older, mature students. I am extremely proud of
the investment into the polytechnic and in particular the skills and jobs hub in Sunshine and of course
Victoria University in St Albans. This is the backbone of education in my electorate. We need to
continue the investment, because that provides the opportunities and the right foundations for kids in
my electorate.
Further, we have seen the biggest announcement. I think this will be not only the biggest project in
this state but the biggest project in this country. For the last 20 years we have continued to hear about
the airport rail link. I am extremely proud that this link will go straight through my electorate, starting
in Sunshine where we will build a super-hub station as a gateway to the world. I am extremely excited
to see the opportunities in jobs, tourism and transport. Sunshine will be in the centre of the map for the
west and Victoria by providing that link to the airport and other opportunities.
This is a game-changer. We have seen the west like never before with the investment by the Andrews
Labor government. As a lifelong resident I have not seen this level of investment, and I am extremely
proud. Whether it is in our education system, our public transport, our hospitals, our roads or our
infrastructure, or providing those jobs and that education, the transformation in my electorate has been
absolutely incredible in the last four years. Most importantly, we look at Main Road in particular or
Furlong Road or the new station in St Albans and how they have linked two communities that in the
past were divided by a dangerous level crossing. When we line up the dots and look at the investment
and at the next generation, and in particular at the airport rail link and the potential opportunities, it
will bring Sunshine and the west straight onto the map. With the work we have done and the
investment in the Suburban Rail Loop we will be able to catch a train and go across town. That is
making our public transport equal to places like London and New York, and I think that is really
important. I am extremely proud of what we have been able to do in the west.
I make note of a small project but one that was extremely important to my electorate, which was the
removal of a roundabout on Taylors Road. It was amazing. My Facebook page received over
40 000 hits over this particular project. This was a small investment, but it removed a roundabout that
was dangerous and that had taken lives. It was one of the most notorious roundabouts in the state, and
it was removed by this government. It is now safe. We have installed traffic lights and safer pedestrian
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crossings, and that has made a huge difference to the 40 000-plus motorists that cross that intersection
when travelling to Melton, Caroline Springs and so on each day. I am extremely excited about what
we have achieved in the last four years. I am more excited about the opportunities for the next four
years, with the removal of the Fitzgerald Road level crossing. I know my community has raised this
issue in the last year, so I am looking forward to seeing the removal of that particular level crossing
along that line by our government and the electrification of the line.
When I look around my electorate and see the investment it really does say that only a Labor
government invests in the west. I say that not only as the member for St Albans but as a lifelong
resident, born and raised in St Albans. I would like to conclude by saying thank you to my volunteers.
There was one criticism from my opponents during the election period—that I had too many
volunteers at pre-poll. There were just too many volunteers—
A member interjected.
Ms SULEYMAN: Yes, how dare I have all those volunteers? It was very amusing. I want to thank
the volunteers for their patience. Unfortunately at times it does get challenging. They have stood by
me through thick and thin and supported me on my journey.
I would like to thank my family of course. As everybody would know, your family cops a lot of
criticism at times. I thank them for their patience, their love and their support. My niece and nephew
are the centre of my world. They keep me absolutely centred. But most of all I would like to thank my
office staff. Without my campaign manager, Koray, and my staff, my campaign would not have run
as smoothly and effectively. I would not be in this place without the support of my constituents of
St Albans.
It is going to be a fantastic four years. There is so much more to do. I am looking forward to being part
of the official opening of the new Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital, the expansion of our
emergency department at Sunshine, investing in our schools, removing the Fitzgerald Road level
crossing and, of course, beginning the airport rail link with the super-hub station at Sunshine. This is
going to be a fantastic, dynamic four years of continuing to invest in the seat of St Albans. Thank you
to my colleagues for all their support. Thank you too, Acting Speaker Ward, for all your advice and
support. It will be another exciting four years of the Andrews Labor government delivering for the
west and St Albans.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (15:07): In giving my address-in-reply can I first say a big thankyou to
the people of Prahran for re-electing me as the local member of Parliament. I love our community; I
love living in our community. It is a great place, and it is an absolute privilege to be able to represent
our community in state Parliament.
During the election we ran the most positive and the biggest people-powered campaign ever in
Prahran. I want to thank the over 100 volunteers who worked so hard, with over 30 000 doors knocked
and calls made, data entered, placards put up and everything that goes into a campaign in support of
our positive plan to keep Prahran livable. That will involve upgrading our overcrowded tram network,
with safer stops, new trams and traffic priority; upgrading public housing and providing new public
housing—these are people’s homes and this is something I am going to be fighting for for the next
four years—and providing new bike lanes, particularly that separated bike lane along St Kilda Road
through the city. We need construction to start now, not that it be completed by 2025. We need
upgrades to South Yarra station. We have got to start and we need that connection with Melbourne
Metro. We also need support for our Greens vision of creating a future for all of us: better public
transport, 100 per cent renewable energy, protecting our native forests from logging and building more
public housing—not selling it off—to end homelessness. Particular thanks go to my campaign
manager, Polly Morgan, my campaign organiser, Gaby Perdomo, and all members of my campaign
team. I would also like to thank all my electoral office staff from the last four years, including my
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current staff members Claire Van Herpan, Mary Mustapha and James Cooper, and my transport
advisers, Guillermo Gomez and Thomas Souness, for all your work as well.
Congratulations to the government on its election win. Congratulations to all members who got
elected. Well done to the candidates who ran in Prahran, particularly Katie Allen and Neil Pharoah for
their very strong campaigns. I am really pleased to be here with two other Greens MPs, the member
for Melbourne and the member for Brunswick. At three, that is the most Greens ever elected in the
lower house in a general election in Victoria. But I am sad and I am disappointed that a number of our
Greens MPs were not re-elected. There was Lidia Thorpe, the former member for Northcote, who was,
as everyone knows, a powerful Indigenous voice in this place; also, from the other place, Sue
Pennicuik, who was a voice of reason on so many issues, particularly on justice and of course
protecting our animals; Nina Springle, who stood up for social justice, for reducing waste; Samantha
Dunn, who fought so hard to protect our forests and to fight against the north-east link tearing through
her community; and Huong Truong, who was a voice for a multicultural Victoria and for the west—
all hardworking MPs. It is a loss not just to the Greens not to have them in Parliament but a loss for
the state of Victoria.
But I do want to focus my speech on responding to the Governor’s speech. This speech, written by the
government, laid out the government’s agenda for the next four years. The government listed its
priorities, stating, ‘Over the next four years the government will focus on: education; jobs; transport;
health; and fairness’. All this is good, but does else anyone else notice what is missing? It seems utterly
incredible that any government, let alone a self-described progressive government in the most
progressive state—at this point in history; at this point in time, when our ecosystems are on the brink,
when the IPCC has stated we have got around a decade to limit global warming to 1.5 per cent and
prevent the catastrophic effects of climate change; at a time when more and more communities, more
people, particularly young people, are speaking out, are demanding our government take action; at a
time when we are already experiencing the effects of climate change, deadly heatwaves, drought,
bushfires and extreme weather—could put forward a program for governing that does not put
protecting our natural environment at its heart and that does not even mention the words climate
change. That is why the Greens are taking the rare but necessary step to move an amendment to the
address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech. In the address-in-reply we are debating the motion put
forward by the member for Nepean, which states:
Governor:
We, the Legislative Assembly of Victoria assembled in Parliament, wish to express our loyalty to our
Sovereign and to thank you for the speech which you have made to the Parliament.

So in response to the motion moved by the member for Nepean, I move:
That the following words be added at the end of the motion: ‘but respectfully regret that the speech fails to
outline effective measures to protect Victoria’s natural environment and endangered plants and animals nor
address the urgent water, climate and extinction crises that affect all Victorians’.

A government without a plan to protect our environment is a government without a plan for Victoria’s
future. This government’s failure to put protecting our environment at the heart of its program shows
it is not just failing to act or that it could do more but that its policies in government are actively
destroying the environment. Just look at our native forests in Victoria—home to endangered species
like the Leadbeater’s possum and greater glider, and giant mountain ash trees; the source of our
drinking water; a massive carbon store that has to be protected to avoid catastrophic climate change—
being logged to the point where ecosystems will collapse beyond recovery. This government has not
just continued logging our native forests in its time in government. It bought a bloody sawmill to keep
it going, and they have not added a single inch of national park in their time in government, the worst
record on national park creation of any government in the last 60 years in Victoria.
Now, the only reference to the environment in the Governor’s speech was in relation to the Solar
Homes program, which the Greens support, but Victoria’s four coal-fired power stations make up over
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half of Victoria’s emissions. There is no time, no plan, no urgency from this government to transition
out of coal. We need urgent action. But we just do not know how long this government wants to keep
burning brown coal. It has extended coalmining licences beyond 2050—beyond 2060—and the only
indication is what we have had from a Labor MP who stated in this place that it was his guess that Loy
Yang A and Loy Yang B would continue to operate in 2050. The government’s commitment to coal
does not stop there. Their own statement on the future uses of brown coal adopts an ‘open for business’
approach to new coal projects. This government in failing to plan to phase out coal is planning to use
coal well beyond the time it needs to be kept in the ground. This is unacceptable. Coal needs to stay
in the ground.
This government legislated against gas fracking and announced it will put it in the Constitution, which
is terrific, but they have gone all-in for conventional gas. It is currently exploring for conventional
onshore gas deposits to use that will put our environment and our agricultural land at risk. It is opening
up the Otway Basin in western Victoria for offshore oil and gas exploration. In the Mornington
Peninsula, where I grew up, the government is supporting AGL to turn Western Port Bay into a giant
dirty gas import terminal. It is not just damaging our environment, not just putting it at risk of a disaster,
but creating yet another source of greenhouse gas emissions. Sustainable, livable cities are essential to
protecting our environment and the fight against climate change. But our recycling system is at the
point of collapse. Waterways are choking with rubbish. Recycling is being sent to landfill. Materials
are stacking up in dangerous conditions across the city. Residents are demanding action; the
government is missing in action. The government agreed to a ban on single-use plastic bags, but that
was two years ago. They have refused to implement a container deposit scheme, and organic waste,
which of course releases the most dangerous of greenhouse gas emissions, continues to be sent to
landfill. We are being choked by polluting traffic. At a time when carbon pollution from transport rises
and rises, and due to rise another 10 per cent over the next four years, the government is spending
billions upon billions on mega toll roads, tearing through some of our most sensitive urban green
spaces, creating more traffic and pollution, and pouring thousands of cars into the inner city.
Across Victoria people are rising up, communities are speaking out and students are striking in protest
against the government’s inaction on climate change. Communities in the Latrobe Valley are calling
for a just transition out of coal, in Central Highlands to create the great forest national park, in
Gippsland to create the Emerald Link, on the Mornington Peninsula to stop the gas terminal and in
Melbourne for sustainable transport instead of toll roads and for new train lines. We are standing with
these people, with these communities, with our positive vision, where native forests are protected,
where the great forest national park is on Melbourne’s doorstep, where Victoria is powered by 100 per
cent renewable energy, where our cities are sustainable, where the waste industry is transformed,
where there is world-class sustainable transport, where there are clean energy projects across the state,
where Victoria leads the way in transitioning our economy and where local economies are thriving.
All of this is achievable. New Zealand has banned offshore oil and gas exploration. Germany is
phasing out coal-fired power. Other mainland states have a container deposit scheme. Cities around
the world are building new tram systems and bike networks, not mega toll roads that funnel traffic into
the inner city. This government, in not putting our environment at the heart of its program and in not
even mentioning the words ‘climate change’, has left us no choice but to move this amendment.
I would urge all members, regardless of their party, to support this amendment. To make it clear, the
constitution is clear: supporting this amendment has no impact on this house’s confidence in the
government. Everyone in this place has to think of our young people, our children that will live on this
earth beyond us. My children most likely will be alive in the next century. The decisions we make
now on our environment will have effects not just for this time and this term of Parliament but for all
time. So I would ask members, in considering this amendment, to ask the students and the young
people that they speak with in schools and across their electorates would they support a government
that puts protecting our natural environment at the heart of their plan for our state? If the answer is yes,
then their answer in voting on this amendment also has to be yes.
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Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth) (15:20): It is my pleasure to rise for this address-in-reply and to be able to reflect
on the result of the last election and of course the great privilege and honour I have been granted in
being able to stand here again representing the incredible community of Dandenong. The people of
Dandenong made their wishes very clear in 2018. That was a resounding vote for the Labor Party, and
one that I am very, very humbled to have received, and I will get to that shortly.
But I want to start by reflecting on the community in Dandenong itself. For those who may not be
familiar with the community, it is the most multicultural in the country, potentially the most
multicultural in the world, with 158 different nationalities, 200 different languages and 100 different
faith groups. The community is a very proud community. We have a large population of newly arrived
migrant and refugee communities. They work exceptionally hard. They run our small businesses
locally. They run some of the best restaurants in Melbourne in my local area. They are passionate
about our community, not only about their own subsets and their own internal communities but about
the broader Dandenong community and the broader Australian community. They make our broader
community so vibrant. One of my most favourite things to do in my community and one of my most
favourite events to attend is the citizenship ceremonies because you see how genuinely and purely
people embrace being an Australian citizen and how much it means to them, especially when they
have come from places where active citizenship is often not possible. I saw that at the polling booth
as well. I saw people so excited to be able to vote for the first time, not only for the first time in
Australia but for the first time at all. They would be so proud to tell you that they were voting for the
very first time, and they were so very eager to get it right and to make sure that their will was being
reflected on that ballot paper. Nothing made me happier than watching people so genuinely thrilled
when they were exiting to have been able to put those bits of paper in that box. We often hear
complaints in Anglo-Celtic Australia about polling day. You do not hear those complaints nearly so
loudly within our multicultural communities, where people certainly do not take for granted the right
that they are being given. I really wanted to pay tribute to them for that.
I was very, very fortunate to secure 66 per cent of the primary vote in Dandenong, which constituted—
Mr Fowles: Is that all?
Ms WILLIAMS: Thank you; that is all. Member for Burwood, I am sorry that it could not be a
little bit higher. That constituted a 12.8 per cent swing towards Labor in the primary vote, and on a
two-party preferred basis that came to an 11.1 per cent swing towards Labor, which now brings it to a
24 per cent margin seat. I am so proud of that, not for the number in and of itself but because it
recognises the hard work that the Andrews Labor government has been doing and it recognises what
we have been able to deliver for a community that really does genuinely rely on Labor governments.
My constituents have seen the work that we have done at Lyndale Secondary College in rebuilding a
school that had not been touched since 1961. They have seen the changes that we have been making
to Dandenong High School and the commitment we gave to the next round of redevelopment at
Dandenong high. They have seen local unemployment rates drop. I came to this place saying that was
my number one priority, and I will leave this place saying it is my number one priority. It continues,
and probably the most important thing that any of us in this place can do is make sure that we are in
every way giving people the opportunity to work. They have seen the level crossings being removed
in our neighbouring area of Noble Park, they are aware of the works soon to be underway at South
Gippsland Highway and they are aware of the commitment that we made to the removal of two more
level crossings at Greens Road and Webster Street. They saw and heard and embraced the
commitment to a Suburban Rail Loop. It is something that people have been speaking about for
decades, and they celebrated this. They mentioned it to me on pre-poll every day. This is a project that
people were genuinely very, very excited about and really want to see move forward.
They were also eager to stand against some of the negative voices that have been occupying our media
space and our political space, and this is perhaps where I move to a more sombre tone in my
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address-in-reply—and that is to reflect on the deplorable racial vilification that has been taking place
over several years now and the fact that communities on the ground have felt this more heavily than
anyone. They have borne the impact of the negative political campaigning, the really cynical angle
taken, particularly in relation to discussion around crime, and they have been themselves—
personally—often persecuted because of that public narrative. Those people—my community, the
people that I share my local suburb with, my community with, my home with so often—are the people
that stood up and said, ‘Enough is enough. We’re not copping it’. They voted with their feet and I
think they sent a very clear message that that is not the rhetoric that they want defining them, that is
not the rhetoric that they want defining our state and it is not the rhetoric that they want defining
Australia. They sent us an overwhelmingly positive message in the election result that they delivered
in Victoria, and I hope that all sides of politics heed that message and make sure that we do not let that
racist—quite frankly—rhetoric infiltrate and infect the political debate any longer. It needs to stop
because people on the ground get hurt. That is the message that they gave me, and it is the message I
want to convey here today.
As I wind up, because I only want to keep my comments brief, I want to commend the Liberal
candidate Virosh Perera. He conducted himself with incredible humility and grace throughout the
campaign. I think we had one of the least eventful pre-polls going around, which was a wonderful
thing. It was a very, very respectful debate across all the parties, but I wanted to single him out because
I know he made a special effort to make it that way. I also want to pay tribute to Rhonda Garad from
the Greens, who I have had the pleasure of working with in many different roles. She is just a good
egg. There is no other way to put it; she is a really good woman and somebody who kept me company
on pre-poll, which I very much appreciated. Our Transport Matters candidates as well were equally as
respectful, as were others that had a presence on the pre-poll booth.
Finally, I want to thank my staff, who have worked tirelessly over the last four years to service the
Dandenong community. They have worked long hours, they have taken up cases with a passion and
an enthusiasm and a heart, which I really commend them for. They have really, I suppose, ridden the
waves of emotion in the community and of individual community members over the years too and
tried to drive the best outcomes they could for them.
Finally, my family. It is not easy being related to somebody in politics. It can be a very stressful thing,
particularly for my parents. I know it is something that causes my mum an inordinate amount of stress,
and it would not have been the career path that she would have chosen for me; I am sure she would
have preferred that I had stayed in the law. I want to commend them for the support that they give to
me each and every day. I have got three big sisters. I will always be the baby of the family, they tell
me, and they are an incredible support network, with them and their husbands and their children. They
are my rock, they are the centre of my world, along with my husband, who I speak about very rarely
in this place—in fact, he gets spoken about more by others than he does by me. I suspect that the last
time I spoke about him was in my original address-in-reply in 2014, and it was in very different
circumstances. Now we are married. He is an amazing support to me, not just politically in the advice
that he often gives, whether I want it or not, but also in keeping the home fires burning and keeping
me updated on what is happening in the lives of our two dogs, Lola and Lucy, and in making sure I
am fully briefed with photographs throughout the course of most days. He has recently also learnt to
cook steak, which has made my life a lot easier. I love him to bits. Life would not be the same without
him. We all in this place have support networks that have to be very understanding of the lifestyle that
comes with this job, so thank you to all of those people who have been responsible for keeping me
afloat over the last four years, and thank you to everybody who has been responsible for ensuring that
I can do it for another four years.
The SPEAKER: Order! Just before calling the next speaker, again I remind the house that there
are a number of first speeches today, and the house should accord the courtesies that are often afforded
the members making their first speeches. I now call the member for Narre Warren South.
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Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (15:30): Thank you, Speaker. It is a tremendous honour and a
privilege to stand here today representing the people of Narre Warren South for Labor and in Victoria’s
59th Parliament. In so doing, I also acknowledge the people of the Kulin nations—the traditional
owners of the land—and pay my respects to their elders past, present and emerging.
Narre Warren South is in Melbourne’s ever-growing outer south-east corridor. It is a multicultural
mecca and has been for most, if not all, of its modern history a community that has amongst the highest
number in Victoria of residents from a refugee or asylum seeker background and where more than
144 different languages are spoken. It is a strong community, a welcoming community, a community
where young families—with many new migrants—work to live and to build better lives for themselves
and their future. I am only the third parliamentary member of this electorate and look forward to
building on the fine foundational work of my Labor predecessors Judith Graley and Dale Wilson. It is
also in this corridor of Melbourne where my journey began.
I, in fact, grew up just down the road in Springvale, the Australian-born son of Sri Lankan migrants.
My parents’ journey was made just over 50 years ago with my two older brothers. Though I was not
yet born, they chose to leave a country that was very close to a civil war. They did so with uncertainty,
but they did so to pursue a better life for their children and for themselves. And they too were
welcomed by their new community.
So comfortable and integrated in their new emerging and multicultural community, they gave me what
they thought was the very Australian name of ‘Gary’, and in 1970s suburban Melbourne, quite a
hipster name, may I say. My parents both worked hard. They worked a mixture of jobs, from pouring
concrete to clerical work, from being cooks to working night shift in textile factories, but they did so
under a strong award system that guaranteed their penalty rates and shift loadings. These were
permanent jobs, not contractor or casual jobs. Within just a few years, they moved from a rented flat
and eventually bought a home in their community—a dream that simply could not be realised in their
homeland. I was the direct beneficiary of their vision and hard work.
I was fortunate to have an excellent public education at a time of good Labor government policy at
both federal and state levels, a time when means-based funding in education was not questioned, and
there was access to university opportunities that I would not have otherwise had. Yes, some inequality
still existed, but equitable funding arrangements meant that a migrant kid from the suburbs could go
to university if they wanted to and worked hard enough and did not want to be in a lifetime of debt.
Sadly, commodified education has been taken to extremes by conservatives, where academics are
employed casually, TAFEs and schools are closed to improve an economic bottom line at the expense
of our youth and future skills for the state, and insecure workers work second and third jobs just to
make ends meet.
I stand in this place knowing that my story is part of a much larger Victorian story—whether it be
migration, education or equity of access. And it must be said: a fair and equitable Victoria is what you
get under Labor, though we must do more to address causes of unacceptable inequality. Now we all
have a friend named Dave. My friend Dave I met at kinder more years ago than I care to remember.
We attended primary and high school together. I still call him a close friend, and he is here in the
gallery today. Dave undertook a teaching degree. He graduated, taught successfully in the public
system until, like many mid-career in the profession, he went to put his skill set elsewhere instead. He
did well, but he wanted to return to teaching—again, like many in the profession. Five years ago he
found a job as a teacher, and this time at a well-known grammar school. The education environment
had, however, changed. For his now five years of teaching—teaching regular and systematic hours for
most days of the school year and at a school where he works hard, where he is popular and well-known
to all staff and students—he is employed on a relief teaching contract with no holiday pay or sick leave
and with no pathway to full-time employment at the school he enjoys working at. Dave is not alone,
but he does not complain about his predicament. Like so many who are employed in the insecure
workforce, and with a family to take care of, he just gets on with it. Now in his sixth year of this form
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of teaching, he also drives his car for Uber on weekends and on school holidays. Our teachers need
good jobs. Our education system needs good teachers in good jobs so that our kids can get the
education and access to opportunities they all deserve. We must change the rules so that all workers
are respected for the dignified work that they do day in, day out.
For the better part of the last 16 years I have been a trade union official at the National Union of
Workers (NUW). Each day I represented over 25 000 members in Victoria who built strength for
working people and their communities through campaigning, organising and winning. I saw that the
hopes and aspirations of people have not changed since I was growing up, but sadly some of the
opportunities have. For many, a secure job and/or an affordable home seem unattainable.
The use of labour by the labour hire industry has created a class of workers who have grossly inferior
rights to directly employed employees. They are vulnerable to exploitation, especially if they are new
to the country. There is no security in their employment, even if they are working the equivalent of
full-time hours. These workers are employed casually through labour hire or on contract, often on
inferior wages with no access to entitlements such as sick leave or annual leave. Often there is no
pathway to direct or permanent employment in spite of length of service on site.
For many years NUW members campaigned to see change, fighting for labour hire licensing laws in
this state. Permanent, direct workers stood together with labour hire employees to demand reforms
that meant a fairer deal for workers in all workplaces in Victoria. The NUW fought knowing that
labour hire licensing laws would only be one part of the necessary change required in this country to
address the growth of insecure work, but it would be a meaningful step in ensuring Victorian workers
could have jobs that they could count on.
As Victorian secretary of the NUW, I was part of many delegations of members of the union who met
with members of Parliament—many of whom are in this place today and I now call colleagues and
friends—to talk about why labour hire licensing laws were so important and so needed. I am thrilled
that NUW members were listened to and labour hire laws were introduced. It is with great pride that I
am now a part of a second-term Andrews Labor government in this state. Indeed I am very proud of the
Andrews government’s reform agenda over the past four years with respect to workers rights, which
not only saw a labour hire licensing regime introduced to Victoria but also included portable long
service leave laws, a Local Jobs First commissioner and a Major Projects Skills Guarantee to encourage
and increase secure employment. I am pleased with the government’s reinvestment in our education
system, where schools and TAFEs are being reconditioned, newly built or rebuilt for purpose.
But we can be, and must be, better. The inequality divide is getting larger. The creation of a Victorian
fair jobs code is a step in the right direction. It will ensure that Victorian businesses applying for
government contracts or significant industry grants are rewarded if among their legal obligations they
also promote secure employment and job security. The introduction of wage theft law into the Crimes
Act 1958 to protect systematically underpaid workers will also address this divide.
In terms of education, the Andrews Labor government’s investment in the pilot program Ourschool is
also helping address inequality through building alumni and mentoring communities in state
secondary schools. Whilst private education has recognised and implemented the benefits of alumni
development programs in schools for decades, state schools have not had the resources for such
programs. Ourschool is a program in which continued investment is worthwhile and something that
will help in developing networks for high school students well into their chosen careers. I recently
participated in a few of Ourschool’s programs and have seen the tangible benefits and pathways
created for state school students.
Inequality, however, is not addressed through the existence of pokies machines throughout the suburbs
of Melbourne and regional Victoria. It strikes at the heart of electorates that we have long represented,
and we need to acknowledge that the time has come to take action. While Narre Warren South has
only two pokies venues, $31 million in losses were recorded at those two venues alone in the last
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financial year—or to put it another way, about $650 for each voter in Narre Warren South. Total losses
attributable to pokies gambling are fast approaching the $3 billion mark each year across the state.
Losses of this size, in my view, are unsustainable for any civil society. It is simply not fair. But this is
where we are now. Aside from being an issue of social isolation and an issue of addiction, this is also
a Labor issue, and its breadth, scale and operation needs to be confronted by us all.
My journey to this place has been a long one, for me unexpected in many ways, but a pathway provided
nonetheless. However, my navigation here has not been a solo effort, and I especially acknowledge
the following friends, colleagues and family members for their contribution. To Paul Godfree, my
legal mentor in those early years as a lawyer and with whom I worked and was fortunate enough to be
articled to, I say thank you. To the members of the Victorian labour movement and all of its constituent
parts—the industrial, the political and the administrative—I say thank you. I am so grateful for the life
that I have led as a result and so proud to be a small part in something that is so overwhelmingly great
and that transforms people’s lives every single day. I have seen it, I live it and I believe it.
To that end, I especially thank my National Union of Workers family, who taught me to advocate
strongly, to be courageous and strategic, all in equal measure. I especially thank Tim Kennedy for his
mentorship and friendship, and a very big thankyou to Susie Allison and Julie Warren too. Any union
is only as powerful as its members and the strength, determination, progressive values and solidarity
that every NUW member possesses is something very powerful indeed. Thank you to the tens of
thousands of members across Victoria who work so hard every day in their workplaces and
communities for a fairer society for all.
I would like to acknowledge the Victorian Trades Hall Council for the campaigning work they do.
The organising efforts of Trades Hall across their sections make a meaningful difference to so many
Victorians’ lives and I look forward to continuing to work with you.
To my family—my mother, Dawn, and her partner, Rob, and my brothers, Nigel and Randall, I love
you all and am so grateful to have you as family. I thank you for all that you have done for me. To my
daughters, Audrey and Harriet, who are at the centre of my world, I love you very much, girls. To all
of my close friends and family—too numerous to mention—I say thank you for always being there
and for being a part of my journey.
To my campaign team who strategised, planned and implemented, who reassured me and only
occasionally told me to get some sleep, to that end, I would like to thank Sebastian Zwalf, Carina
Garland, Steve Staikos, Matt Merry, Paul Thomson and Nikki Hayes. A finer team and bunch of
friends I could not ask for. I thank my electorate office staff, Nikki, Myles, James, Amrit, Isabella and
Chalo. Thank you for providing your skills and good humour as our new office improves its work
mojo each day. A big thankyou to the ‘Gary for Narre’ campaign volunteers. You know who you are.
And last, but not least, to the people of Narre Warren South, whom I proudly represent, I thank you
for accepting me to the community and for your confidence in voting for me. We may not always
agree, but I will always do my best for all of us. With all of you I would like to thank them, and with
them I thank you.
Members applauded.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (15:49): It is truly an honour to stand here in this Parliament having
been re-elected by my community, the people of the electorate of Melbourne. Stretching from
Kensington, my home, to East Melbourne, from Docklands to Carlton North, the inner city of
Melbourne which my electorate covers is a wonderful place to live—full of diverse people from so
many different countries and creeds, people who care deeply about their local area but also about the
big issues that are facing our world.
I entered Parliament four years ago because, like a lot of people, I wanted to make a difference—a
difference on local issues and a difference on global issues. Over the last four years it has been an
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absolute privilege to be part of some of the changes that will make a big difference in people’s lives—
like getting big donations out of politics, passing dying with dignity laws and making sure our state is
investing in renewable energy; changes like giving people who rent their homes more rights, providing
more money for Parks Victoria rangers and pushing for a safe injecting room to reduce harm from
drug use.
I have also been very proud to work with members of our community to secure important wins for our
local areas, like funding for a new Docklands primary school and some money to upgrade Kensington
primary. It has also been good to be part of a Parliament with a government who has been willing to
come to the table and take up a lot of these progressive issues, and congratulations to the Andrews
Labor government on their resounding victory. I look forward to working with you to achieve more
progressive outcomes over the next four years, because of course there is a lot more to do to ensure
our city is livable, our state is livable and our future is sustainable.
I want to thank the people of Melbourne for putting their faith in me to do that job for another four
years. I would also like to thank the other candidates who ran in the seat of Melbourne. Unlike in other
seats, the tenor of debate in Melbourne was respectful. It was about ideas, it was about who was best
to represent the seat and it was not marred by personal attacks or negative politics. So I would like to
thank all my opponents for that. It is a good example of how politics can be.
I also want to thank the wonderful volunteers who made my campaign happen, including my campaign
committee and staff. There is absolutely no way I could have done it without you. Of course I also
thank my Greens MP colleagues, past and present, and make a special mention of the former member
for Northcote, Lidia Thorpe, the first Aboriginal woman in this Parliament. Her loss is not just a loss
to this Parliament but actually a loss to this state, given we have no Aboriginal representation now in
this Parliament.
So over the next four years I want to continue to be a strong voice for my local residents and stand up
for the things that my community tells me they need most, like good schools and health services;
reliable and regular public transport; better job prospects for people from diverse backgrounds;
including the African-Australian community; and more and better public housing. Over the next four
years I will keep campaigning to upgrade the unsafe train station at South Kensington; fully fund
upgrades needed to Kensington primary; campaign against the destructive West Gate toll road, which
will flood our city with cars and affect the Moonee Ponds Creek; and to make our planning system
actually work for people, not just big property developers, among many other issues that will come up
over the next four years.
But I am not just here to stand up for local issues. I am also here to stand up for statewide and global
issues, where the people of Melbourne want leadership from their elected representatives—issues like
fixing the mental health system, addressing the causes of family violence, dealing with climate change,
weaning us off coal and other fossil fuels and protecting our natural environment. So to all those who
live in Melbourne who voted for me and also to those who did not, I am here to represent you and the
issues that you care about. My office is always open to discuss your ideas and concerns, so please do
get in touch, because I ultimately am here for you.
As well as thanking my electorate, I want to use today’s speech as a chance to talk about an issue that
is very much close to my heart. It is the reason why today the Greens have taken quite a radical and
rare action to bring this issue to Parliament’s attention. That issue is the accelerating collapse of our
natural environment. Today we have moved to amend the motion regarding the Governor’s speech,
and that is the speech that the government writes outlining its agenda for the next four years. Our
amendment seeks to point out the government’s failure to adequately address the unprecedented
environmental collapse that is happening before our eyes, and we do not do this lightly. In fact it has
not been done in 87 years—the last time was 1932—but we do it today because the times we are living
in really are quite unprecedented.
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Over the last month in Australia we have seen more evidence than ever before that we are actually
facing a climate and environmental collapse. More than 1 million fish have died in the MurrayDarling—a 100-year-old Murray cod, older than any of us in this chamber, fish born during the First
World War gone forever. Ancient Tasmanian wilderness, unchanged since literally the time of
dinosaurs, has gone up in smoke, burnt in bushfires in areas that have never, ever burned before.
In the past week we have seen the first mammal declared extinct because of rising sea levels due to
climate change. It might not sound like the cutest, most glamorous animal, but the small brown native
rat, the Bramble Cay melomys, has been declared extinct because its habitat was literally washed away.
How absolutely devastating! We have seen tens of thousands of flying foxes literally fall out of trees
and die in heatwaves, including in Victoria. We have had the hottest January ever recorded. We are on
the brink of losing entire species in single events. Very soon the spectacled flying fox could also be
gone forever. Our own faunal emblem in Victoria, the Leadbeater’s possum, gets closer to extinction
every year as more of their forest home is logged—sanctioned and paid for by the government.
Victoria’s grassy woodlands have been virtually wiped out. What remains is only a tiny, tiny fraction
of their previous distribution, and what remains is still being lost to new roads, to new housing estates,
to invasive species and weeds. The endangered striped legless lizard could soon be gone forever, and
feral animals and weeds have not been managed properly and are choking habitat across our state,
pushing native species closer to extinction. These are threats that, yes, we have known about and, yes,
we have been worried about for a long time, but now we are actually even seeing new threats come
that we are only just beginning to understand.
In Queensland, for example, I was very disturbed and saddened last week to read about a death and a
further nine serious illnesses from a soil-borne bacteria. The bacteria is not new, but the extreme
flooding and movement of the soil and the mud associated with the recent cyclone has allowed it to
spread in an unprecedented way. When the complex system that we live in, our world, is changing and
is disrupted so dramatically, we can also expect the consequences to be complex and significant. What
we do here in Victoria is actually connected to the rest of the country; it is actually connected to the
rest of the world. That is why we must take the threat of climate change and our collapsing ecosystems
so seriously and take strong action, including right here in Victoria.
It is why today we have moved to draw further attention to the fact that governments, including
unfortunately this government in Victoria, are not taking fast enough or drastic enough action to prevent
disaster. In the Governor’s speech, which outlines the government’s agenda, there was no mention of
the words ‘climate change’. The government mentioned their solar homes policies, which are good and
which we support, but no other climate programs. There was no mention of environmental programs
or protection at all, except to say the government is building some new pocket parks.
Unfortunately in an era when we are facing such huge crises that affect us all it is disappointing to see
a government put forward an agenda that does not put the environment at its heart, that does not make
it a top priority. It should be an absolute top priority, simply for the fact that it affects everything, and
it is government’s responsibility to protect us, and that means all of us. It means leaving the world
better for our children and for future generations.
We know that Victorian Labor have been investing in renewable energy, and that is a good thing. It is
something that we have advocated for and supported. The problem is they are doing this while also
extending coalmine licences to our most polluting power plants, including Yallourn, the dirtiest coal
plant in Australia. They do this while also giving $50 million of taxpayer public money to a project
aiming to turn brown coal into hydrogen to extend the life of the polluting coal industry. This is despite
evidence saying that to avoid the worst impacts of climate change, we simply must keep coal in the
ground. We cannot just invest in renewables over here and invest in coal also over here. It is like giving
a gift to future generations with one hand while simultaneously taking it away with the other and
hoping they do not notice. It simply does not add up.
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Of course the government is still allowing the logging of Victoria’s forests—logging that costs
taxpayers money, destroys ecosystems, adds to bushfire risk and pushes endangered species closer to
extinction. Labor committed to building a world-class hiking trail in East Gippsland before the
election, the sea-to-summit trail, but now they are even logging this exact same area.
In Victoria, just 5 per cent of our marine area—our oceans, which we love so much—are protected.
Five per cent—it is woeful. It is half of what the UN says is the bare minimum needed to protect the
collapse of life in our oceans. Yet the government has ruled out any more marine parks.
There is also of course the devastation caused by plastic pollution in our oceans. By 2050 it is estimated
there will be more plastic in our oceans than fish. We need to take action that this government is simply
not committing to: a 10-cent refund on bottles and cans, a ban on single-use plastics and setting up
local recycling facilities. Instead of protecting oceans, in fact this government is actually giving the
green light to new gas drilling offshore, which destroys sea life as well as our climate. This is just the
tip of the iceberg of some of the things that are happening around the state. In western Victoria, near
Ararat, hundreds of old trees—some 800 years old—home to threatened species, highly significant to
traditional owners, have been bulldozed or are about to be bulldozed for a bigger highway. Endangered
grasslands are still being destroyed due to urban sprawl housing estates.
The reason some of these projects are allowed to go ahead is that our laws to protect nature are so
weak here in Victoria. The government committed to fixing these laws five years ago by overhauling
the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 but they did not do this. It simply was not a top priority. So
instead we watch the environment be destroyed piece by piece, with no laws in place to stop it. Near
Port Fairy and Warrnambool, on Victoria’s south-west coast, endangered hooded plovers raise their
chicks in the sand dunes along the coast, but in these very same dunes the government has pulled out
every trick they have to change the law to allow up to 16 racehorses per day to trample the home of
these hooded plovers.
I point out these failings not to beat up on the government but because knowing what we are doing
wrong is the first step towards making things better. Despite the criticisms that I have levelled today,
I still have a great sense of optimism that we simply can turn the ship around. Victorians and
Australians are waking up to the crises we face, and we still have time to take strong action to address
them. Last year in the Wentworth by-election, exit polling showed climate change and replacing coal
were the biggest issues motivating voters. Last year here in Victoria people took a stand, refusing to
vote for a coalition government that would have scrapped the renewable energy target and built new
coal stations. Just two weeks ago a court in New South Wales ruled against a new coalmine. This has
been happening on the back of the inspiring youth climate movement and the climate strikes.
Phenomenal international climate activist Greta Thunberg has put it best. She was 15 years old when
she told leaders in Davos, ‘Our house is on fire’, ‘I want you to panic’ and ‘I want you to act’.
So now as the political leaders in Victoria, let us act, because we can act. We have the solutions. We
just need the courage to put them into action. Here in Victoria, let us not just tinker around the edges.
We can stop native forest logging. We can keep coal in the ground. We can ban single-use plastics.
We can deal with waste. We can put more water into our rivers. We can stop habitat loss. We can put
the environment as a higher priority than corporate profits. Our natural world is the air we breathe, the
water we drink, the food we eat, the shelter we need, so let us treat it as such.
The SPEAKER: Before calling the next speaker, I would like to acknowledge in the gallery the
presence of a former member for Clarinda and Clayton, Hong Lim.
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (16:04): Thank you, Speaker, and I join with the other honourable members
here in congratulating you on your appointment. I would like to acknowledge the traditional owners
of this land and pay my respects to their elders, past, present and future. I would like to pay tribute to
my predecessor, the former member for Clarinda and former Parliamentary Secretary for Multicultural
Affairs and Asia Engagement, Mr Hong Lim. His election in 1996, more than 22 years ago, was
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historic as he was the first Cambodian-born person to be elected to a Parliament anywhere in the
English-speaking world. Hong has been a dedicated servant of the people of the Clayton and Clarinda
electorates, a mentor and a dear friend. I am sure that the house will join me in expressing appreciation
and wishing Hong and his wife, Bopha, an enjoyable and well-deserved retirement.
I would like to commend the Premier on an outstanding campaign and resounding victory. This
government will be one of positivity and optimism. So it is with great pleasure and pride that I stand
here today to deliver my first speech as the member for Clarinda. Our electorate and our community
is a truly diverse community and one that I am so proud to represent. From the City of Greater
Dandenong to Kingston, Glen Eira to Monash, we encompass people from all walks of life. I am so
proud and humbled that the voters of Clarinda have given me the opportunity to be their voice in
Parliament, and I will honour that trust. I will be a strong voice for equality, irrespective of race, culture
or background.
As a Cambodian migrant myself, today means a lot to me. Like so many other migrants that came
before me, I started my life here in Clayton South. I remember arriving as a 16-year-old at Tullamarine
airport with my parents and siblings, and we were shocked—shocked at how different it was, but also
surprised at how welcoming Victoria was, except that I did not see as many kangaroos as I was told I
would by my uncle.
I started at Westall English Language Centre, and later on attended Heatherhill High School, now
known as Keysborough College. I went on to continue my education at university and started working
at various jobs, from farm worker to interpreter to SBS broadcaster and later to legal practitioner in
my suburb of Springvale. My story is like that of so many migrants who have come to Victoria. One
significant example of Victoria’s welcoming spirit was the Enterprise Migrant Hostel on Westall Road
in Springvale. The Enterprise provided accommodation and comprehensive settlement services to
more than 30 000 migrants and refugees from all over the world between 1970 and 1992. Many of the
residents at the Enterprise had escaped from oppressive and brutal regimes, and in some cases
genocide. In search of new lives with freedom and opportunity, people fled from Chile, El Salvador,
Vietnam, East Timor, Cambodia and many other countries. All were welcomed with open arms.
My parents lived through the war in Cambodia and the brutal Khmer Rouge. They survived the Killing
Fields, the executions and the starvation, malnutrition and slave labour that killed more than
1.5 million Cambodians. After the Killing Fields it was the civil war that again pushed so many to flee
the country. These experiences are the lived experiences of many people in my family and many of
my constituents. Our electorate is an example of triumph—triumph in the face of oppression, violence
and brutality.
As I moved around the electorate during the election campaign I met many of our earlier arrivals—
the Greeks, the Italians, the Maltese and older-generation Australians who have also suffered, during
World War II, but who have built a treasured family life with children, grandchildren and
great-grandchildren. I also met many younger families and teens from all backgrounds, some
struggling to get by week in and week out, but with determination to succeed. Our electorate is a living,
breathing example of how strong, cohesive, vibrant communities can be built when migrants and
refugees are warmly welcomed through settlement programs based on support and respect. This is the
story of modern Victoria, a vibrant multicultural state, where we welcome people from around the
world and we are richer for their contributions.
Today we face new challenges. Whilst many of the residents of the Clarinda electorate have
assimilated into the Australian way of life, complete with democracy, freedom to associate, an
independent press and all of the other fundamental freedoms that we cherish, many of my constituents
remain strong advocates for true democracy for their countries of birth.
Mrs Be Ha, who is in the gallery, fled from Vietnam by boat and built her new life here. She has made
significant contributions to the communities of the south-east, and never fails to speak up against
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oppression or tyranny. Cr Youhorn Chea, who is also in the gallery, is another Khmer Rouge survivor
who has never looked back. His dedication and commitment to community service is truly amazing.
Equally amazing is his fierce criticism of the dictatorship of the Cambodian Prime Minister, Hun Sen.
More than half of the residents in the Clarinda electorate were born overseas and there are many
complex issues facing the communities upon settlement. Depression and stress related to the inability
to communicate in English can be overwhelming and can lead to isolation. This impacts heavily on
families and children. For those newly arrived, there can be a lack of understanding of schools and
social supports available for them, but there is a strong drive to work and to support their children.
Migrants and refugees know that only education and hard work will bring them happiness in their new
life. I can say this of my own family. My parents sacrificed so much in their early life in Australia,
working as farm labourers to provide support for me and my brothers and sister, and ensuring that we
took the advantage of public education here. They knew that only education would give us a better life
here in Australia.
These days there are also particular fears that families hold for their children and young people. During
my high school years and later at university, too many times I came to know the struggles of parents
who had worked so hard to provide a new life for their children, only to see them lost to alcohol or
other drugs. There has also traditionally been a gap in services that work with migrant and refugee
communities regarding alcohol and drugs, and in particular mental health support. People from
culturally and linguistically diverse (CALD) communities are significantly under-represented in
treatment systems, yet there are multiple groups at risk in these communities. I am looking forward to
the Royal Commission into Mental Health and will commit to working with the government on this
very important issue.
The same can be said when considering family violence. Family violence is a national crisis. It is
pervasive across the country. It is the number one law-and-order issue in Victoria, and the impacts will
be felt for generations. Those from CALD communities who experience violence may face significant
difficulties: socio-economic disadvantage, language barriers, community pressure and limited
knowledge about their rights and Australia’s laws. Cultural values, financial pressures and
immigration status add further layers of complexity for many of those experiencing violence. These
factors may explain why some of those from CALD backgrounds are less likely to report violence and
may find it more difficult to address or escape violence.
I am proud to be elected to an Andrews Labor government— a government that gives a fair go for all.
We all have a responsibility, and I fully commit myself to working with this government and with the
community organisations in my electorate to address the family violence epidemic. It is a huge
challenge, but I have been so inspired to hear about the initiatives taking place in our community. I am
looking forward to supporting prevention initiatives, behaviour change programs and access to legal
assistance. I joined Labor during my time at university because of Labor’s values on social justice. I
strongly believe that only Labor will ensure investment in the community legal sector and provide
access to affordable justice for all.
I am also passionate about representing the elderly members of our community. The older residents
of the south-east have made countless contributions to our state’s rich culture, identity and history. In
later life everyone should live with dignity and comfort, and families should also have peace of mind
that their loved ones are receiving appropriate care. This can be done. I have come across many older
residents who are very reluctant to consider residential aged-care services due to the language and
cultural barriers. I believe that we can do this better.
Whether we are talking about efficiency in terms of the operation of our schools, hospitals, aged-care
facilities or court system, interpreters are vital. With Victoria’s increasing cultural diversity,
interpreters have never been more important. I commend the government for committing the
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well-deserved funding to increase the serviceability of interpreters to meet the increasing demand in
my electorate and across the state.
I am so proud to be part of a government that commits to putting more resources towards our language
schools. As a former broadcaster at SBS, I know the importance of community media, ethnic media
and community language schools. This is in keeping with the cultures of migrant communities, as well
as ensuring that our children can speak the language of their ancestors. This is particularly relevant, as
research has shown that people revert to their mother tongue when ageing.
I strongly believe in the labour movement, fighting for workers and a fair go for all. It was many years
ago now that I also worked as a farm worker. As such, I am also extremely proud to be joining a
government that is committed to ending the widespread abuse and exploitation of workers by invisible
labour hire bosses. I have seen firsthand the underpayments, the lack of safety standards, the abuse of
worker visas and poor working conditions. These are unacceptable, and I look forward to supporting
workers in my electorate to exercise their rights, including those new rights now under the Labour
Hire Licensing Act 2018.
I am also looking forward to working with union and worker organisations to bring the black economy
back into the light. It is estimated there are up to 100 000 undocumented workers in Australia, many
of them from South-East Asia, and many of them are working seasonally in Victoria.
Calls for a farm worker amnesty are growing, and I echo these calls. We must recognise the injustice
that these workers are facing at the hands of dodgy contractors and address the problem with a practical
and just solution.
In the face of many challenges, often communities turn to their temples, their churches or their
mosques. For me, the temple is not only a place of worship but is a place to share food and share
language, and a place for learning and culture. Most importantly, it is a place where we belong. For
this reason I will endeavour to be a strong voice and a fierce advocate for building and maintaining
our multicultural infrastructure and our multicultural hubs.
That is what this government is all about, record investment in people and infrastructure, and I am
excited and proud to be a part of it. Whether it is the record investment into 100 new schools across
the state, free TAFE, level crossing removal projects, or better hospitals—like Australia's first
standalone heart hospital, Monash Heart—it is an exciting time to be a Victorian.
In the Clarinda electorate we have already started to see the effect of record investment into police at
our local level. Since 2016 the four cities which make up my electorate have seen significant
reductions in criminal incidents. At this point, Speaker, there is no place for race-based dog whistling
where people, based on their ethnicity, are unfairly victimised. All persons should be judged on their
own actions; they should have the presumption of innocence and should not be assumed responsible
for the actions of others who happen to belong to the same ethnic group or cultural background. I go
out to dinner in Dandenong all the time, and claims from the federal Minister for Home Affairs,
Mr Peter Dutton, that people in Dandenong are scared to go out at night is just nonsense. I would like
to invite the federal minister to Dandenong to have dinner with me at any time.
My standing here today would not be possible without the love and strength and support I have
received from so many people. I owe so many.
I would like to thank the former Victorian MP, Hong Lim, and his wife, Bopha Lim, for their trust and
support, along with Minister Robin Scott, Minister Adem Somyurek and Tim Richardson for their
encouragement. To my local federal MPs, Clare O’Neil, Mark Dreyfus and Julian Hill, thank you for
your friendship. Thanks to my former colleagues from the Greater Dandenong Council: Cr Youhorn
Chea; Cr Roz Blades, AM; Cr Jim Memeti; Cr Loi Truong; Cr Sean O’Reilly; Cr Angela Long; and
Cr Geoff Lake. I also thank Nick McLennan, Adam Sullivan, Chap Chow, Daniel Cheng, Tsebin
Tchen, Stan Chang, Meng Kong, Sokrin Khun, Tree Keo, Kosal Pen, Sokhen Sam, Kevin Tan, Lina
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Lue, Thearong Khuth and Vibol Roath, along with the Cambodian Association of Victoria, the
Cambodian Chinese Friendship Association of Victoria and the Cambodian Australian Federation—
and there are so many others. Thank you for all your support.
And to all of those who volunteered countless hours, time and energy on the campaign, especially
Australian Labor Party Clarinda branch members Peter Davis, Joel Preston, Lily Zhang, Li Gen,
Nancy Yang, Jacky Wei, Tony Zhiang and Marty Mei, my deepest thanks to all of you.
To my wife, Manette, and my two boys, Lawson and Mason, I love you. And to our family—Mom,
Horn, Hiem, Choun, Lin, Sethy, Manique, Uncle Lieng, Dy and Sineth Sar—thanks for your
unwavering love and support. To my parents and parents-in-law, thanks for your unconditional love.
Most importantly, thanks to the voters of Clarinda. Clarinda is an electorate of the many voices of our
multiculturalism but is, after all, the voice of one—the voice of Victorians.
I would like to conclude by saying, in Khmer:
ខ្ញុំមិនភ្លេ ចប្រភ្េសកុំភ្
លអ ភ្នេះ

ើត ភ្ ើយខ្ញុំកម
៏ ិនភ្លេ ច នូ វអុំភ្ោយ និងឱកាសដែលផ្ត ល់ឱយខ្ញុំ ភ្ោយប្រភ្េសែ៏

In English: ‘I will never forget where I come from, nor will I forget the gifts and opportunity given to
me by this wonderful country’. Thank you.
Members applauded.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (16:25): I am pleased to rise today to give my address-inreply to the Governor’s speech. It is the first time I have had the opportunity to make such an address,
but of course it is not my inaugural speech, having been elected at a by-election in 2015. I thought that
my election to this role in 2015 was a huge honour. I can now tell you, that having the electorate put
their faith in me to represent them for a second term is an even greater honour and one I promise I will
never take for granted.
Being able to stand in this place today as the member for South-West Coast certainly did not come
after a walk in the park. It was a tough campaign, with eight other candidates. But while it was tough
and hotly contested, it was a fair campaign, and I want to thank the other candidates for the way they
each conducted themselves. I wrote to each of them and said that while there can only be one person
elected, democracy was the real winner.
I want to take some time to thank some individuals who worked tirelessly, not just on the campaign
just gone but for my entire time in this place, because it is never just about the campaign; it is the
several years leading up to the campaign and the election that really make a difference to whether you
are elected or not. Firstly, I thank the incredible Joy and Geoff Howley, who went above and beyond,
doing anything and everything—there is no way I could be here without their help and ongoing
support; the former Premier, Dr Denis Napthine, and his family, for their support and guidance; and
Jan Read and Cheryl Bellman, who took on the task of doing booth rosters, and what an onerous task
that is. Anyone who has ever done any rosters in their lives knows how challenging that is. In my
many years in a nursing role I hated rosters, so Jan and Cheryl did an enormously difficult job and did
it very, very well. John Maddock and David Looker spent a lot of time on the Warrnambool pre-poll—
as did many others, but they particularly spent a lot of time.
To Jim Hanrahan, my stepfather, and my mother, Pauline: Jim for his endless support and hard work
in all sorts of ways in our community of South-West Coast. He is another one who did a lot of time
on pre-poll. And while my mother is now maybe too elderly to stand on a footpath and hand out flyers,
with her fierce advocacy for her daughter when she visits the old folks homes each week, as she does,
and at church on Sundays, I am pretty sure that no-one would have been game in those circles not to
have voted for me. I thank Deb Keiller and Leigh Allen for the work they did on the Portland pre-poll,
and Leigh for his logistics work, getting signs and things around the electorate. Vincent Bailey is also
in Portland with Deb and did a lot of the heavy lifting. I want to thank Maria Cameron and Peter Fisher
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from the Port Fairy branch—all the branches in fact. My own branch is the Woolsthorpe-Koroit
branch. I want to thank all the party members in general.
It is always a risk when you name people. There were 120 people who came together and stood on
booths throughout that period. It is an enormous amount of people, and that it is something I have
considered in great detail—that is, how much work and how much commitment people have not only
to me but to the Liberal values. I am proud to say that they are very solid values, and I think we need
to work harder to demonstrate that they are true to today’s world. It is something we will work harder
on to make sure our communities understand better.
I would also like to thank my family. Every one of them stood on a booth that day, from MacArthur
right around the electorate. My children were in cars driving from one booth to the other to fill gaps.
My daughter at the age of 15 came down after school to the pre-poll, with her girlfriends from school—
there might have been a bit of bribery with an ice cream or two to help with that from time to time.
Also helping were girlfriends from my nursing days like Cate Asling, who came and manned a booth
with many people like Matt Ryan and Michelle Joliffe, who stood on booths all day.
I am really proud to be able to say what a wonderful community we have around us in South-West
Coast and to talk about what we have achieved as a community during my first three years as the
elected representative. Securing funding for the Warrnambool Special Development School is
something I am very, very proud of. Many people said that it was playing politics with children with
a disability. I found that really abhorrent. These are children who expected me to stand up for them as
their representative and to make sure they got a school with the same school standards that other
children have. When you are in a wheelchair and you cannot pick your own book in a library because
there is no access in a disability school, that is nothing to be proud of. So now I am very proud to have
stood strong against those words, where people I think were using politics against me rather than letting
me get on and do the job of representing the children that I felt very passionate about and standing
strong on their behalf.
I will continue to do so, because the school has been built and it is going to be a great school. I am
very proud that we pushed so hard as a community and made it happen. But it is a school without a
school oval and without a playground. Right now we have radio advertising that the school will be
provided with soft fall for the playground, but there is no playground. I do not understand how we can
be proud of that as a state. The government needs to think about this and fund the school without a
playground. It will put soft fall there for them when they fall off playground equipment that does not
exist. There is no school oval. Show me a boy in this room who did not kick a footy on the oval at
school, yet this school will not have one unless we as a community fund it. Well, I think that is the
government’s responsibility.
There is also the securing of federal funding for the Warrnambool rail line. During the election
campaign we promised fast rail. That is something that will make a massive difference to our region,
yet I am afraid this government cannot see past Geelong. It has completely forgotten that Warrnambool
provides enormous opportunities for the state and punches well above its weight as an economic
contributor.
We have worked very hard on behalf of individuals in order to make a difference to their lives. We
have campaigned strongly for improvements, like improvements to our roads where funding is coming
slowly, but so is the winter, and a lot more needs to be done. The safety of our community is incredibly
important, and people want to be able to access the regions. We are seeing a community like Port Fairy
listed as the number one Wotif destination for Australia this year. People are seeing that the regions
offer great opportunities for visiting, holidaying and just enjoying the weekends, but they are not going
to go out to the regions and experience that while the roads are not in much better condition than they
are currently.
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In my four years in this place I do not plan to stop standing up for South-West Coast. I will be here at
the table, week in and week out, advocating for my community and what matters to them, like the
desperately needed upgrade of the Warrnambool Base Hospital. In 2014 we committed to funding the
second stage of the hospital. In 2015 we recommitted to that, and again in 2016, 2017 and 2018, and
yet we have a government right now that has not made a commitment. How can you fund the first stage
of a hospital and then not do anything with the second stage? We are talking about the emergency
department and the operating theatres. These are the critical centres of hospitals. Many of you have
heard me say it over and over, and I will continue to do so: this is the biggest hospital within our region
and services a huge community that needs health services to be at a standard that meets the demand.
The accident and emergency department is simply too small for current demand, and the staff in that
environment are doing an amazing job. The hospital staff in the theatres are also doing an amazing job.
During the election campaign period the government, through its candidate, Kylie Gaston, made big
announcements at the hospital that they would change the grade of the hospital so it could make
improvements to the nurse-to-patient ratios. That would then lead to upgrading the hospital as well,
they implied. Well, the first piece of legislation that went through this house in the first sitting week
this year had no listing of Warrnambool Base Hospital. These nurses were told in 2011 to be patient
because their time was coming. They were told prior to the election that they would get nurse-topatient ratios for Warrnambool like they would have if they were nursing in Melbourne. I am cardiac
trained, and in Melbourne if I look after an acute myocardial infarction patient, I look after four. If I
am in Warrnambool looking after those exact same patients, I look after five. Now, these nurses said,
‘We’ll be patient’, but they got the promise pre-election, and in the very first piece of legislation they
were snubbed—how rude! They were promised, and the government missed that opportunity to do
what they promised they would do for them.
It is exactly the same with the hospital upgrade. Here are these nurses in the operating theatre, in the
emergency department under enormous pressure. No-one wants to talk about the amount of sick leave
that these staff are taking. No-one wants to talk about the stress leave. No-one wants to talk about the
hours these theatre staff are spending on their feet, doing 10-hour shifts with literally 10 minutes for
their morning tea break, where they are not even getting time for the coffee to cool before they can drink
it—I am not kidding. A friend of mine—she might actually have just arrived—works in theatre in
Warrnambool; Catie and Andrea have come to see me today. They trained with me at Warrnambool
Base Hospital. They work incredibly hard, and I am standing up right now saying these girls rang me
prior to the bill being introduced last year and said, ‘Will you help us?’. I said, ‘Of course I will advocate
for our hospital’. Labor keep saying they are going to do something, and yet they have done nothing.
I invited the minister down—it was my first action when I was re-elected. I wrote to the minister back
in December, and so far I have simply been ignored—not even got a response to my request. So that
is something I think, when we are trying to sell a state to the community to come and visit and live
in—we have got the whole of Victoria that we need to make sure that we improve, and this is basic
governance. It is all very well to play politics when it is appropriate, but when it is a hospital it is basic
governance. So this government needs to make sure it delivers on what is needed—the second stage
of the hospital in Warrnambool.
Much more needs to be done. We have seen the way this current Labor government treats our
volunteers, and I am getting pretty sick of having volunteers come into my office—volunteers with
the marine services, volunteers with all sorts of organisations—who come to me needing vital
equipment and cannot do the roles they are doing for our community because the government is
standing in the way of them being able to volunteer. It always strikes me as so strange that here we
have people giving of their time voluntarily and having to fight for the right to do that. There is
something wrong about that, and the CFA really epitomises the way this government treats our
volunteers. We have got the Caramut CFA branch, with 300 years of expertise around the table of that
CFA. The other day they wanted to do a planned burn, where you can actually get your skills up to
speed, and burn the side of the road so that we have a good firebreak in times like this, when we hit
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March and April and have had a good spring, like we had last year. Yet on a 21-degree day, with 21kilometre-per-hour winds, they were not given the permit to burn.
We have just had the 10-year anniversary of the 2009 bushfires, and we heard the member for Eildon
talk about the fuel loads—it is really important that we learn from the past. We had our Ash
Wednesday fires 30 years ago, and we have not learned. We have got to support our volunteers. We
need the surge capacity. I remember evacuating from the St Patrick’s Day fires and seeing so many
headlights going the exact opposite way into the front of the fire that I was leaving, because they were
defending my farm and everybody else’s farm. So I have seen that surge capacity and I am not
prepared to sit down and watch it disappear.
As I say, we in the regions punch well above our weight. The agricultural community needs a
government that really understands how hard we are working as agriculturalists to provide safe and
quality food. Agriculture in South-West Coast is the economic backbone of our region, and yet we
have got so many attacks on farming. My fellow farmers are coming to me saying, ‘Roma, I don’t
know how much more I can take’. We have got the challenges we have of climate and of roads that
mean our product does not get to the port in good form, we have the rail freight issues that mean we
cannot actually take products to the market, we have got port costs increasing, we have got power
costs increasing and we have got activists attacking us, wanting to come onto the farms—which we
would welcome them on to, provided they are able to let us know. I have hosted families every year
on Open Farm Day, welcomed them, but there are biosecurity risks of allowing people to come on.
We need this government to get behind farmers, put a program in place to support farmers and show
people we work within a legislative framework.
On my last note, I want to say thank you to the people of South-West Coast. I will remain committed
and the fierce advocate I have always been for our part of the world, to make Victoria better and southwest Victoria better.
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley) (16:40): Thank you, Speaker, and may I also congratulate you
on your re-election to your important role in this place. I wish to acknowledge the traditional owners
of this land on which we meet, the Wurundjeri people of the Kulin nation, and I pay my respects to
their elders past, present and emerging. I have many reasons to feel great pride in standing right here
today, but ranking high among them is the fact that I am now a member of the first Australian
government pushing actively towards treaty. I pledge to do all I can to further advance this great cause
as a member of the Andrews Labor government.
I have just been given an important job, and the gravity of this job is perhaps best illustrated by the
length of the job interview required to get it. The people of Mount Waverley have elected me to
represent them, and I am deeply humbled by this honour. The responsibility given to me is one which
I take very seriously, and I will use everything I have to serve each and every one of my constituents.
One of those is the previous member for Mount Waverley, Mr Michael Gidley. As one of his
constituents for the last two terms, I thank Michael for his service.
I would also like to acknowledge and thank the Honourable Maxine Morand for her assistance and
guidance during the last six months. Maxine held Mount Waverley from 2002 till 2010 and served as
Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development and Minister for Women’s Affairs from
2007 to 2010. Her work to prevent violence against women and their children helped lay the
foundations for this government’s historic Royal Commission into Family Violence and everything
that is flowing from it. I would like to thank Maxine for her significant contribution not only to Mount
Waverley but to the state of Victoria.
As a newcomer to the Labor Party, I was welcomed into the Waverley West branch, which is my
branch, and it was there that I met Cyril Kennedy. If you do not know Cyril, then I will tell you—
A member: Everyone knows Cyril.
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Mr FREGON: It is probably true. He will tell you what he thinks. Cyril was and is a man to be
reckoned with. He was president of the free education movement, and for my one year of Goughbased free uni in 1997 I am very grateful. More importantly, he was the member for Waverley in the
other place for 13 years. He was instrumental in the creation of what Mount Waverley now relies upon
as the Monash Medical Centre, but he was also the first ancestral Indigenous representative in our
Parliament. To Cyril and Jan Kennedy, I owe you both much. I would not be here without your support
and wisdom.
Campaigns do not just happen because a candidate is preselected. They take a lot of hard work from
a lot of dedicated and selfless people. That was certainly the case for me in Mount Waverley, and I
would like to take this opportunity to thank the members of the Waverley West and Glen Waverley
branches of the Labor Party, in particular their respective presidents, John Mullahy and Simon Miller.
I also thank the honourable member for Narre Warren North for launching a guy who nobody knew
or expected to be around; the Honourable Anna Burke—thank you for coming; Michael Watson;
David and Teresa Schulz; Bob and Ravelle Kirkwood; Christine Barcham; Anne Hyde; John Smith;
Graham Bond; Chris Miller; Greg Male; David O’Neill; William and Maryanne Mullahy; David Mier;
Mem Suleyman; Mark Dorrington; and Douglas Hastings.
To Shaun Leane, our new President in the other place, thanks for your friendship and support. He
worked tirelessly for all our eastern candidates and seems to have collected quite a few new ones in
this place. I must also thank the Transport Workers Union. John Berger and his members have relied
on me to serve them in an IT capacity for almost two decades, and I thank them for their support and
friendship over many years. There are many others, too numerous to name, who gave their time, their
skills, their energy and their enthusiasm. I would not be here without any of you, and I give you my
deepest gratitude.
So much of our politics stems from lived experience and from the people closest to us. I want to
acknowledge and thank Rebecca Fregon, my partner for life. I would be so much less without you. I
love you, and I continually hope that you will put up with me. To my children—Sophie, Lindsay and
Samuel—you get me up in the morning, even if you are not jumping on me, and I love you more than
everything bar your mother.
So here I am, a product of my family, my home, my party and my community. It is those people and
institutions that have given me so much and so enriched my life and now inform all of my goals as a
member of this Parliament.
There are a few things that are fundamental to what I want our state to be. I represent an electorate that
justifiably takes much pride in being known for excellence in public education. My mother was a
teacher, my wife is a teacher and her mother was a much-loved teacher at our own Glen Waverley
Secondary College. For us, government education is in the blood. I went to public schools, Kent Park
Primary and then Fairhills High School, because my father believed that if you are bright enough and
you work hard you will be fine. I want our public education system to be that system. I want our
independent schools to be chosen because they provide something else aside from educational value,
not because they provide better ATARs. I want our teachers to be recognised because they are teachers,
not because there is some quality quotient that they have managed to tick off. In the words of my very
intelligent wife, ‘No-one understands how hard a teacher works’. I do.
In my electorate government schools are something of a victim of their own success. In terms of
funding and facilities, they are struggling to keep up with the high level of demand for enrolments that
has come about because people move into our area to send their kids to these great schools. That is
exactly why my wife and I moved there nine years ago. I know that even with all the money in the
world we could still always do more for our schools, but I promise my constituents that for as long as
I am here education will be my number one priority.

ADDRESS TO PARLIAMENT
614

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 21 February 2019

As important as these schools are in setting up our kids for life, they have become just as important at
trying to teach them what is expected of them and us as good citizens in this community. We must not
let up on our efforts to teach and show our children that family violence and violence against women
are unacceptable. It is a scourge that must be eliminated from our community. On this matter alone I
would be proud to join this government. To the Premier, ministers and members in the Parliament
who brought about the royal commission and are acting on its findings, I thank you.
For me, though, the dramatically increased prominence of this effort has led me to ask myself, ‘Why
do some people feel our work against family violence has established a movement against them?’. I
do not understand. I do not understand how some people believe their personal sensitivities are more
important than making sure no child experiences or witnesses abuse. So let me be clear: not all men
are responsible for this violence and abuse—be it physical, emotional or financial—aimed at women
and/or children, but all men are responsible for the attitudes, the words and the jokes that create these
impulses in some men and lead them to act on them in abusive ways and sometimes lead them to act
in the most horrific ways imaginable. It is not acceptable. It is not acceptable to me, it is not acceptable
to this government and I do not hesitate to say that it should not be acceptable to anyone. It is time for
us men to take responsibility, whether we commit these acts or not.
I encourage anyone who comes into contact with family violence in any way to please ask for help.
Our job in this place is to provide that help and to provide services that help address this problem in
our society, because it is the right thing to do. To those that are angry, aggrieved or bitter, I ask them
not to be distracted from one core fact: whether you are a man, a woman or a child, you should not
have to be subjected to violence and abuse.
This government’s family violence royal commission has already had huge ramifications. That is also
my hope for this government’s next effort to address one of our seemingly intractable problems—how
we deal with the issue of mental health. So much work has been done in recent years to reduce the
stigma around mental illness, but we can do more, and this royal commission will tell us exactly what
that is.
Like so many others, I grew up in a family that was affected by mental illness. My aunt, Barbara
Macfarlane, a gifted and intelligent woman, suffered from bipolar and schizophrenia. Within our
family there was no secrecy, no shame—only love, support and pragmatism. But I know what it was
like for her to operate in a world where she did not find that warmth and understanding. Growing up
at a time of a culture of shoosh, I can tell you that discussion, investigation and honesty will be so
much better for so many people. I cannot imagine how life may have been different for those that went
before us, but I can want the best possible outcomes for those who live with illness now.
We must talk to each other. We must be open about the difficult and the sensitive. We must be proud
that our aunty lived with mental illness for decades and was a wonderful and productive part of our
family and our community. We must look to a better understanding of difference.
There is so much in my family’s story that has brought me to this point and this place. To my mind,
my family’s story is one of aspiration, and as far as I am concerned so is the Labor Party’s.
The Fregon family came here in 1852, during the gold rush, full of aspiration. They opened a public
house in Omeo, which is a pretty clever thing to do in the middle of a gold rush.
Jump forward a century. One of my grandparents, Lindsay Fregon, a boilermaker by trade, drove
trucks to Darwin during the Second World War and then went on to manage the brickworks in
Oakleigh. My other grandfather, Arthur Brice, ran a shirt factory in the city. Yes, the city—back when
we used to manufacture things in postcode 3000. No matter how hard the family toiled, the rag trade
did not work out for Arthur. That is business. That is the downside of aspiration. It does not always
work out.
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I was raised in my father’s Ferntree Gully pharmacy, which he ran tirelessly for many decades. It was
a cornerstone of the Ferntree Gully community, and he was always there, whether you needed advice,
medicine, a chat or maybe a last-minute Mother’s Day perfume gift.
When my time came I also started my own business. Solving IT problems for the last 20 years has
taught me how to listen, but you have to ask the right questions. It was in John Fregon’s chemist at the
age of 4 where I was taught to stand behind the counter and say, ‘How can I help you?’. I brought that
attitude to my own small business, and I bring it to this place now. And I bring it as a proud member
of the Labor Party—the party of aspiration.
Labor supports equality of opportunity, for everyone. Hope and possibility, for everyone. And by
providing a good safety net, we really do ensure that those things are for everyone.
We understand that all of us aspire to go to work and earn a wage that we can bring home to support
our families. We aspire to get paid for the hours we do. We aspire to earn our entitlements. And we
aspire to be respected through the dignity of work.
In this government we aspire to make wage theft a crime. We aspire to many things in many, many
ways, and as shown in the last four years, we will deliver.
The Mount Waverley electorate is a stunning example of what can be achieved when aspiration and
opportunity are brought together, and no more so than in its ethnic communities. I am fortunate to
represent an electorate that enjoys huge cultural diversity, with over 50 per cent born elsewhere or
having parents born elsewhere.
In Mount Waverley, one in four of us are of Chinese ancestry and speak a Chinese dialect at home.
Residents with ties to India and Sri Lanka are also joining us in larger and larger numbers. Combined,
they make up a very welcome 11 or 12 per cent of our electorate.
The vast majority of us, of course, are migrants or descended from migrants. Some, like me, are also
descended from those who came from Britain in chains. Many more have come voluntarily, and
whether they arrived two centuries or two weeks ago, their goals were anchored in aspiration. These
migrants have contributed so much to our state. But whether we are from another country or another
suburb, we believe in opportunity, we believe in community and we believe in a better future.
For most people, their contribution to a better Victoria starts and stays at the community level. Joining
a kindergarten committee—as I did some years ago—is perhaps not a complete apprenticeship for
politics, but it is about getting involved, giving back and trying to make things even better. I see mums
and dads on committees like those, and the ones who join the school councils. I see the parents who
go to watch their kids play sport and get involved in local clubs. I see people in retirement volunteering
their time to help others. I see multicultural volunteers working in their respective communities. These
are the people who make Mount Waverley, Victoria and Australia work as well as we do.
I would love to see more people get involved in politics. You do not have to run, but join a party and
see if you can make a difference. I got interested in politics when I had kids and I realised it was not
just about Bec and me anymore. The attitude I bring is one of we, not me. After all, it is the way I was
brought up.
To my parents, John and Marcia Fregon, I am what you created. Every win and loss in your lives
created this man, and I am so grateful. I can only hope my children are so lucky. By chance, my mother
is celebrating her 75th birthday today. Over the years this day has created a special saying in our family
which is used to stop debate before it gets to the point of argument. So today, Dad, I get to use it in
this place: ‘That’s very interesting. Happy birthday, Mum’.
To my sister, Sarah, and her family: Sarah, it is your fault I am here. You have always believed in your
big brother, probably more than I do.
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Extended family and friends—so many and all so worthy. The Hastings clan, you could not have been
more loving. To my good friends Mark and John, I owe you more than I can give.
Above all, I thank the people of the district of Mount Waverley. You have placed your trust in me, and
I am more than aware of the enormity of this. I will spend the time given to me here to represent all of
you to the best of my ability and to leave our community and our state better than I found them.
And so with tolerance, inclusion, compassion and empathy, I say to you all that we will never become
more by dividing ourselves, but we will always be stronger by standing together. Thank you.
Members applauded.
Rulings by the Chair
MEMBER CONDUCT
The SPEAKER (16:59): Just before I am required to interrupt business, I want to bring to
members’ attention the requirements of standing orders 103 and 108, and I ask that these rules are
observed in the next sitting week. Standing order 103 requires members to address their comments to
the Chair, and standing order 108 obliges members to refer to each other by their title of office or their
electorate.
It is disorderly for a member to address a member of the house in the second person. It is the tradition
of the Westminster system that a member should refer to other members in the third person and by
their titles. This has been confirmed in several rulings. If members use the second person, it is implied
that they are addressing the Chair. A pattern has crept in over a period of time, particularly in question
time, of members referring to each other as ‘you’. Members should remember that when they do that,
they are attributing actions to the Chair. I ask all members to take care to avoid the second person in
the next sitting week. There are examples set out in the Procedure Guide.
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, the opposition obviously accepts your guidance and
direction with regard to this, so we will be complying in the way we craft our questions. We also
expect that when ministers are on their feet they also stick to the rules of addressing opposition
members by their correct title rather than as ‘you’.
The SPEAKER: The ruling applies to all members equally. I thank the member for his point of
order.
The time set down for consideration of items on the government business program has arrived, and I
am required to interrupt business.
Bills
FAIR WORK (COMMONWEALTH POWERS) AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr PALLAS:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The SPEAKER: The question is:
That the bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
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Sandell, Ms
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Williams, Ms
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Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement
requested.
VICTORIAN INDEPENDENT REMUNERATION TRIBUNAL AND IMPROVING
PARLIAMENTARY STANDARDS BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms ALLAN:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement
requested.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (POLICE AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms NEVILLE:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement
requested.
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms ALLAN:
That this bill be now read a second time.

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

House divided on question:
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Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement
requested.
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, I draw your attention to standing order 170, ‘Pecuniary
interest’:
A member must not vote in the House or a select committee on any question in which he or she has a direct
pecuniary interest. If a member does so, his or her vote is to be disallowed.

I notice with great interest that in this bill that we have just voted on the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Premier will be entitled to an additional salary of 24 per cent and an expense allowance of 18 per cent,
and the Government Whip in the Assembly will be entitled to an additional salary of 20 per cent after
their base salary. This is not just a vote about improving the worth of farmers collectively or a local
football club or a local netball club. This bill is giving a direct pay increase to two members who have
just voted—that is, the member for Essendon and the member for Thomastown. As a result of standing
order 170 I ask that you recount the vote and disallow the vote of the member for Essendon and the
member for Thomastown.
The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the Manager of Opposition Business for his point of order. Based
on the principle established by previous rulings, in particular by Speaker Lindell in 2007, the principle
that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 specifically excludes any
remuneration received by a member of Parliament under that act from the definition of financial
benefit, I do not uphold the point of order.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the House!
Mr Wells: On a further point of order, Speaker, are you referring to Speaker Lindell’s ruling on
1 March 2007? As I recall, that was in relation to committees and the committees had not been set up.
So the Speaker ruled in regard to that the person would not know that they were actually getting a pay
rise because the committees had not been set up. In this particular case it is obvious that the member
for Essendon and the member for Thomastown know that they are in those positions and they will get
a pay increase.
The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the Manager of Opposition Business for his point of order. I will
take his point of order on notice and report back to the house. I am advised that this does not prevent
this bill from going to the Council for consideration. Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Adjournment
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.
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SWAN HILL DISTRICT HEALTH
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (17:20): (157) My adjournment issue tonight is to the Minister for
Health in the other place, and it concerns the Swan Hill Needs a New Hospital campaign. I ask the
minister to visit Swan Hill hospital so she can then be better informed to lobby harder to get a funding
commitment from the Andrews Labor government in this year’s budget for the Swan Hill hospital.
When she sees the site, the minister will see that it is one of the top-priority hospitals in Victoria to
need an upgrade in the future. That is what the Swan Hill Needs a New Hospital committee knows;
that is what the Swan Hill community and extended community knows. Last July they set up a
campaign launch to raise the issue that Swan Hill does need a new hospital. They had a rally in August
attended by hundreds of residents in Swan Hill. It was a big turnout because everyone is very, very
supportive of their hospital. I was there and Luke O’Sullivan, who was then an upper house member,
was there, but one of the disappointing things for the community was that there was no-one to front
up from the Labor Party. So Mark Gepp and Jaclyn Symes, who are the two upper house members for
Northern Victoria Region—neither of those people chose to turn up at the rally and, even worse,
neither of those people chose to put in an apology for not attending that rally. As I said at the time at
the rally, I felt it was a real slight on the people of Swan Hill and district that neither of those MPs
turned up, particularly Mark Gepp, who pretends to be the duty upper house member for that part of
Victoria. He was not there, and I think that is an insult. Out of that particular program the Swan Hill
Needs a New Hospital committee had a T-shirt program, and I was very pleased to bring down Tshirts for all the members of Parliament in both the upper house and the lower house around that
campaign for Swan Hill Needs a New Hospital.
On 8 October the member for Bulleen, the then Leader of the Opposition, visited Swan Hill and made
a funding announcement that if we were elected, we would allocate $44 million to rebuild the hospital
in Swan Hill. That followed on from commitments that we made in government, where we actually
put money in to rebuild the aged-care facility there, which was in very, very poor condition and not
up to the expected standards of today. It is now named Logan Lodge—a great facility there for the
hospital. The federal government has actually funded the community rehab centre, which has been
built on the other corner of the block, but what both of these new buildings show is how important it
is that the rest of the hospital site gets redeveloped, because once you have some of it rebuilt it then
shows up the rest for what it is.
What we have seen from the Labor Party since the inception of the Swan Hill Needs a New Hospital
campaign, since the public rally and since the announcement by the member for Bulleen that we would
fund it if we were elected is absolute silence. So I would urge the Minister for Health to come to Swan
Hill, visit it and then, more importantly, take up the argument in cabinet to get a funding announcement
in this May’s budget.
MICKLEHAM PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (17:23): (158) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and the action that I am seeking is an update from the minister on the maintenance works at Mickleham
Primary School. Last week I visited the school, and there is no doubt that there was a lot of activity
taking place onsite, but there is also still more to be done there. I know that the school community
would really appreciate an update from the minister on this. This is a really small school, and it has
been at that current site since 1871. The original bluestone building is still home to the library of that
school. The school has retained that small-school community spirit, so I do look forward to sharing
that update with the school.
CROYDON ELECTORATE ROADS
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (17:23): (159) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads,
and the action I seek is for the minister to outline the plans the government has to invest in and upgrade
road infrastructure in and around the Kinley residential development in Lilydale. I state at the outset
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that I am not against residential development, and I acknowledge that the Kinley residential
development is an exciting development that will deliver a brand-new neighbourhood in Melbourne’s
east. What I do raise is the need for infrastructure to be planned for and delivered upfront and as this
development takes place so that we are not left playing catch-up afterwards.
I draw the minister’s attention to the lack of road infrastructure and investment in my electorate of
Croydon. The Andrews government has neglected Croydon when it comes to roads funding. There
has not been a single commitment and there is not one road project underway that has been funded by
the Andrews Labor government. Instead what we have is a reckless government that paid over
$1 billion of taxpayers money not to build a road, being the east–west link. This government is
ignoring the increasing problem of traffic congestion in the suburbs. They need to vastly improve their
performance in this area, get in front and build vital road infrastructure before our suburbs are crying
out for help.
We are fortunate in Croydon, however, to have such an eager and hardworking federal member of
Parliament who has recognised the growing need for improvements in our local roads, and I am
pleased to acknowledge he has committed funding to several projects where the Andrews government
has been absent and failed. I have advocated for many years to secure funding for the upgrade of the
Maroondah Highway, Dorset Road and Bellara Drive intersection, and I am pleased to say that works
are now well underway and well-received by all motorists. In addition to this, funding is also
confirmed for an upgrade of Plymouth Road in Croydon Hills to reduce congestion and improve traffic
and pedestrian safety, which will make an enormous difference during peak times and school times.
Last year, as an election commitment, I committed to fund improvements at the busy intersections of
Maroondah Highway, Yarra Road and Kent Avenue, and I will continue to advocate for this upgrade
project at another time. Our population is growing, property development is at its peak, we have severe
traffic congestion and our intersections are gridlocked, yet there is no vision or plan for our suburbs
from this short-sighted Labor government. A prime example of this is the development of Kinley
estate. The 163-hectare development of the former Lilydale quarry is the second-largest development
precinct in Melbourne, behind Fishermans Bend. It is expected the $2 billion project by lntrapac
Property will create over 3200 new homes for over 8000 people—a 70 per cent increase in Lilydale's
population. This estate borders Mooroolbark Road, Mooroolbark. This road is single lane all the way
to Maroondah Highway and even becomes a shared single lane road under the railway bridge as
motorists make their way onto Hull Road—another road where the morning and evening peak times
experience severe traffic congestion. Hull Road will funnel motorists through to one of the most
confusing intersections in Melbourne, the five-ways roundabout, which has already had to endure an
influx of additional motorists following a development at the intersection of Lincoln and Manchester
roads, which also took place with no improvements to local roads and infrastructure.
I call on the minister to take action, develop a plan and provide me and residents of Croydon and the
surrounding area with an explanation of what the government is going to do to accommodate 8000plus extra people on our local roads as a direct result of the development of Kinley estate.
VICTIMS OF SEXUAL ABUSE REDRESS SCHEME
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:26): (160) My adjournment request is to the AttorneyGeneral. The action I seek is an update on the redress scheme for victims of child sexual abuse. I make
this request following recent revelations that only 28 abuse victims have been compensated under the
$4 billion redress scheme, despite 2335 people applying, because key states and institutions have been
slow to commit. This is a revelation that I find to be incredible, given that a mission secured during
the Victorian parliamentary inquiry helped initiate the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses
to Child Sexual Abuse. The Betrayal of Trust report, which was handed down in 2013, recommended
the establishment of an alternative mechanism to civil litigation to provide options for increased
monetary payments, counselling and psychological services to survivors of institutional child abuse.
The royal commission endorsed this key recommendation and reform.
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When the legislation enabling Victoria to participate in the national redress scheme passed last year in
this chamber it was given bipartisan support. Yet after all this time that has passed, there are still real
concerns that have been brought to me by one of my constituents directly and also by Chrissie Foster,
whose testimony before the inquiry, along with all the other victims and survivors, was incredible for
its fortitude and courage. We are really just trying to establish why the delay, why people are now
feeling that they are not going to get the amount that was recommended by the royal commission and
what is going on behind the scenes. I note that at the time I am raising this matter there is a major
conference in Rome, headed by Pope Francis, to actually address these issues. So on behalf of the
people who have gone through this harrowing experience for so long, we would like to see a resolution
that is fair and just and pays tribute to their courage and fortitude.
ELECTRICITY INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (17:29): (161) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek is for the minister to provide an update on the
regulation and oversight that exists to ensure that rural and regional electrical transmission
infrastructure meets all necessary safety standards as recommended by the Black Saturday royal
commission. There is a growing frustration in the Polwarth electorate that there is insufficient
oversight and management of Victoria’s ageing electrical infrastructure, which would provide a safer
Victoria but also a more flexible transmission system that would be able to deal with the needs of the
growing renewable energy inputs from private small-scale solar generators to large industrial wind
farms. Despite hundreds of millions of taxpayers dollars being spent on some recommendations from
the Black Saturday royal commission, there are still thousands of kilometres of unprotected, aged
electrical infrastructure. The St Patrick’s Day bushfires last year in my electorate again highlighted the
devastating consequences of ageing electrical infrastructure, as did Black Saturday, Ash Wednesday
and all other key fires in recent years that have been caused by this. It is estimated that by 2025
investment in asset replacement and new technologies will still not be at the levels seen in 2014.
This real decline in investment in western Victoria comes at a time when a huge wave of ageing pole
infrastructure that was put in postwar comes to the end of its natural life and at a time when
unprecedented investment in new energy is being sought by outside sources and locals alike. Draft
reports on investment for the next five years are now being sought by the Australian Energy Regulator.
The community is seeking to comment and make submissions to these draft reports, but it is very
unclear about the objectives or ambitions of this government for maintaining this infrastructure in
Victoria. This is no way to guarantee a reliable and safe energy supply. The minister needs to assure
the people of Polwarth that this government has a real energy policy that provides for the people in
Melbourne and, importantly, also takes into account the needs of country Victorians, country
industries and Victorian farmers, who all need to rely on a safe and reliable energy supply.
SEYMOUR RAIL LINE
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (17:31): (162) Tonight I wish to raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport, and the action I seek is for her to visit Wallan and meet with the
members of the Seymour Train-line Action Group. Yesterday, other honourable members will note, I
had the privilege of tabling a petition by the Seymour Train-line Action Group, which contained
946 signatures. I want to thank the organisers, Nicole Rudd and Sally Booth, and the many other
members of this group who have worked tirelessly on the petition, which calls for new trains, increased
services, a fairer pricing system and track works to improve or replace sections of the track and
upgrade signals. I thank the action group and users of the Seymour line, which is currently struggling
with its increased patronage, for making me and my upper house colleague Jaclyn Symes aware of
their concerns in a very considered way. We have heard their stories and their frustrations, we have
listened to their questions and we have supported their petition. I am really hopeful that we will be
able to resolve some of the concerns when the minister meets with the members of the action group to
discuss them.
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I am pleased to see the member for Euroa now supports this community-led and driven petition and
recognises the work that has gone into it by the community. She might reconsider the show-pony-effort
petition that she is now touting, which simply calls for more trains. The community group is calling for
much more than that. What we need here is to listen to the community and not merely play politics.
I note that from 1 April there will be 10 extra weekly services from Shepparton and the extension of
an early morning Seymour train. For residents catching the train from Donnybrook and Wallan, the
great news is that two extra weekday services have been added: a mid-morning train from Shepparton
to Melbourne and an afternoon peak service between Melbourne and Seymour, which I know will be
welcomed by many commuters, particularly parents who have found it difficult to get back home to
collect their children.
I note also that the member for Yuroke is aware of the issues on the line. We have both been at
Donnybrook station and seen the growth in patronage there. We have also had a good, close look at
the early works that kicked off last year at Donnybrook and Wallan stations to finalise the $24 million
upgrades of these stations. Unlike the Liberals and Nationals, we invest in trains that are built locally,
and we will keep working diligently on this system.
HAZELWOOD PONDAGE
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (17:34): (163) My adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Resources, and the action I seek from the minister is that she instigate a meeting between herself,
Engie, Latrobe City Council and the community, including organisations such as the Latrobe Valley
Yacht Club, and that the objective and purpose of that meeting be to look at options to reopen
Hazelwood Pondage for current and future users, locals and visitors alike.
This is a significant issue within my community. Members will be well aware that following the
closure of the Hazelwood power station the future of the pondage had a question mark over it, and
unfortunately that question has still not been answered satisfactorily. It is a unique body of water and
it has been used for many, many purposes over the years, including state and national swimming
championships. The Latrobe Valley Yacht Club delivered their Sailability program there so that
persons with disabilities were able to undertake sailing activities. It is very popular with recreational
users, campers and even for fishing. Members would also probably recall that the government—
through a good, positive initiative—placed barramundi into the pondage. It seems strange now that
the fish are doing quite well in the pondage but humans are not able to use it.
This is something that the community feels very strongly and passionate about, making sure it does
reopen. That is not to say that there are not issues. Engie have identified some structural issues with
the walls of the pondage and subsequently water levels have been reduced. Users have now been
banned from using the pondage for months on end. This is of significant economic and social detriment
to our community.
I raised this issue 12 months ago in Parliament and was advised by the then Minister for Resources
that the government would be working with all stakeholders to try and find an outcome. Nothing has
eventuated, obviously, and in fact the situation is much worse than it was 12 months ago, with no
public use at all. This is a valuable community asset. It is an iconic feature of our local community,
and the community has certainly made it clear to me very loudly that they wish the government to
explore every single opportunity that is available to them to see if we can reopen the pondage for
current and future use.
In closing, we certainly want the minister to instigate a meeting with all the relevant stakeholders with
the objective of finding an outcome that sees Hazelwood Pondage retained and utilised into the future.
MACEDON ELECTORATE HEALTH SERVICES
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (17:37): (164) The matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the
Minister for Health, and the action I seek is that the minister join me in my electorate for a tour of our
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local health services. The Andrews Labor government has worked hard to rebuild rural and regional
health services to deliver patients the world-class treatment that they deserve. I am very proud to be
part of a government that has made major investments in regional health services in my electorate.
Since our election in 2014 Cobaw Community Health, Hepburn Health Service and Kyneton District
Health Service have each received funding through the $250 million Regional Health Infrastructure
Fund which was delivered in our last term of government. These funding increases, along with our
election commitment to upgrade the Gisborne ambulance station, will increase the capacity of health
services in my electorate to deliver the care and support that my community expects.
Minister, I look forward to introducing you to the hardworking people behind our local health services
and providing them with the opportunity to brief you on their plans to continue to improve health care
in our region.
MARINE EDUCATION SCIENCE AND COMMUNITY CENTRE
Mr ROWSWELL (Sandringham) (17:39): (165) I raise a matter for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in her capacity as the minister for the environment. The action I
seek is the allocation of $50 000 in the 2019–20 state budget to masterplan the Marine Education
Science and Community Centre, otherwise known as MESAC, at the Ricketts Point foreshore within
the Sandringham district. This masterplan work would include detailed costings of the development
of the marine centre and concept designs.
As a local who has lived in Bayside all my life, I understand firsthand the unique value and nature of
our local environment. Our magnificent coastline, tree-lined streets, parklands and nature reserves
define the character of our area and I am personally committed to preserving these for future
generations. This is also the aim of MESAC, which aims to create a not-for-profit, multi-use,
accessible and environmentally sensitive facility to foster marine science, sailing and associated
community interests. This increased utility of the existing Beaumaris Yacht Club facility will be
achieved by upgrading the existing building within its current footprint.
MESAC exists to educate our community about the significance of the local marine environment and
encourage respect for and care of our beaches and oceans through a range of classes, expositions and
community-based activities. As the challenges facing our marine environments become more
complex, the resources required for marine conservation need to keep pace. This is why MESAC is
seeking to upgrade their facilities in partnership with Bayside City Council and state and federal
governments. MESAC has a vision to not only preserve the beauty of our beaches and marine
ecosystems but to educate our community about their importance.
It is encouraging that organisations such as RMIT and the Bureau of Meteorology have expressed
interest in joining with this new facility. I had the pleasure of discussing these plans with the president
of MESAC, Ray Lewis, OAM, alongside our shadow environment minister, the member for
Mornington, as well as my federal counterpart, Tim Wilson, and the federal environment minister,
Melissa Price. I commend Ray and his volunteer committee for the significant work they have
undertaken in regard to the development of MESAC to date.
Our community today are the custodians of our natural environment. We are charged with a significant
responsibility to be thoughtful stewards of our natural resources. I therefore commend the endeavours
of MESAC to the minister for the environment and urge her and her government to support the further
development of this exciting and worthy project.
CUMBERLAND ROAD, PASCOE VALE, BICYCLE LANES
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (17:41): (166) I appreciate the opportunity to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads, and the action I seek is that the minister accompany me on
a visit to Cumberland Road in Pascoe Vale to see the location where dedicated bike lanes will provide

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 21 February 2019

Legislative Assembly

625

a missing link for cyclists between Boundary Road and O’Hea Street and to discuss the planning
processes for this project.
The constituents of the electorate of Pascoe Vale are strongly committed to active travel. They cycle
to work and to school and for leisure. It is a very popular transport option in the community. Dedicated
bike paths and lanes are such an important part of creating a safe travel route for cyclists. Furthermore,
creating these safer paths encourages people who would otherwise feel too at risk on unmarked and
exposed roads.
The Moreland Bicycle User Group is a key representative group of my constituent cycling community,
and the convener, Rod Callander, deputy convener Ross Millward, secretary Greg Platt, treasurer Paul
Gavin and the Moreland BUG members are strong advocates for improving cycling infrastructure and
connectivity in the Pascoe Vale electorate. The Moreland BUG campaigned heavily for two cycling
infrastructure projects in the lead-up to the last Andrews Labor government budget, and they were
funded as part of that budget. There was a $3.5 million upgrade to the Upfield bike path and $2 million
for dedicated bike lanes along Cumberland Road between Boundary Road and O’Hea Street.
These projects demonstrate that the Andrews Labor government’s commitment to improving the
whole transport network for all Victorians—across public transport, road and cycling infrastructure—
is paramount. The dedicated bike lanes project on Cumberland Road is extremely important for the
local constituents, providing the missing connectivity link between Glenroy and Coburg. These bike
lanes will connect constituents with the existing bike path down O’Hea Street, which also connects
with the Upfield bike path.
The Moreland BUG is excited about this great program and is keen to make an active contribution to
the planning process. As such, I request that the minister pay a visit to the Cumberland Road bike lane
site to see how this project will provide a missing link between Boundary Road and O’Hea Street.
RESPONSES
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (17:43):
In referring the matters that have been raised, could I just call out the matter raised by the member for
Croydon that he identified as being for the Minister for Roads. I have indicated across the table to the
member that I will pick up the matter that was raised. I appreciate that with some of the new portfolio
allocations the responsibility around developments and planning of the network sits in my
responsibilities as Minister for Transport Infrastructure. Of course I work closely with the Minister for
Roads in the development and delivery of those road projects, and I understand the member is keen to
see the development of the Cairnlea estate be done in a way that has the appropriate infrastructure
provision. That is of course the day job of the new Department of Transport, so we will follow up that
matter raised by the member for Croydon. Another nine members raised matters for various ministers,
and they will be referred for their action and response.
The SPEAKER: The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 5.45 p.m. until Tuesday, 5 March.

