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Tuesday, 6 October 2015
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On behalf of the
Victorian Parliament I wish to acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this
land, which has served as a significant meeting place of
the first people of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay
respect to the elders of the Aboriginal nations of
Victoria past and present and welcome any elders and
members of the Aboriginal communities who may visit
or participate in the events or proceedings of the
Parliament this week.

CONDOLENCES
Vernon Thomas Hauser
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to advise the house with some sorrow of the death of
Vernon Hauser, a former member of this place who had
a distinguished career here between 1970 and 1982.
Mr Hauser was well known to me. In fact he was quite
a close friend of mine. He represented an area in which
I was active in the Liberal Party at a very young age.
He had a distinguished career in the armed forces
before becoming a very successful stockbroker. He was
a stockbroker by day, and he would come up to the
Parliament in the afternoon for the sittings of the
Parliament, as it was then timetabled. Vernon Hauser
was a great contributor, particularly in the Bolte and
Hamer governments. He was married to Beverley
Hogan until 1989, when she passed away, and he has
one son who survives him, Simon. He lost another son,
Stephen, in 2010.
On the basis of his service to this Parliament, I formally
advise the house of the death on 11 September 2015 of
Vernon Thomas Hauser, member of the Legislative
Council for the electoral province of Boronia from
1970 to 1976 and member of the electoral province of
Nunawading from 1976 to 1982.
I ask members to rise in their places for 1 minute as a
mark of respect to the memory of Mr Hauser.
Honourable members stood in their places.
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ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 22 September
to:
Corrections Legislation Amendment Act 2015
Crimes Amendment (Child Pornography and
Other Matters) Act 2015
Emergency Management (Control of Response
Activities and Other Matters) Act 2015
Firearms Amendment (Trafficking and Other
Measures) Act 2015
Heavy Vehicles Legislation Amendment Act 2015
National Electricity (Victoria) Amendment Act
2015
Resources Legislation Amendment Act 2015.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to make a brief
statement with respect to questions regarding the
employment of casual staff in electorate offices. The
statement I wish to make is to provide members with
some guidance in relation to questions that may arise
regarding the employment of casual staff in electorate
offices. I would advise that police have been in contact
with the Speaker and me to advise that they are
inquiring into this matter. While this matter is only the
subject of police inquiries and is therefore not currently
subject to the sub judice provision we apply in the
Council, I advise the house that I will be taking a
cautious approach towards question time in terms of the
scope of questions I will allow.
Questions on this matter have been canvassed during
question time over the last two sitting weeks, and in
that respect I do not intend to limit the ability of
members to pursue lines of inquiry that have been the
subject of questions so far.

Electorate office staff
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children,
and I refer to standing order 8.01, providing specifically
that questions may be put ‘to ministers of the Crown
relating to public affairs for which the minister is
directly connected’. I also refer to advice provided to
ALP caucus members, which states:
Advice from PwC, Parliament’s internal auditors,
categorically indicates that reallocation of staffing resources
from electorate offices to party political activity, or the
‘cashing in’ of partial electorate office EFT to party activities,
would not survive either an internal audit or scrutiny from the
Auditor-General.
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I ask: when was this advice provided to the minister?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. The
matter she is asking me about relates to a media report
that has been published. It referred to a report
purporting to be to Labor Party members. In fact I have
not received or read that report.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister has not received any advice, so my
supplementary question is: given that the minister did
not receive this advice from the Department of
Parliamentary Services or her caucus secretary, did she
receive any advice at all prior to her decision to provide
staff hours to Labor’s Community Action Network, and
who was it from?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The member has jumbled a whole lot of
things into that supplementary question. Firstly, the
Presiding Officers and joint services are able to advise
members around their entitlements. As far as I am
aware, members of Parliament have not received any
formal notification from the Presiding Officers or joint
services in relation to these matters. I do not know if
Ms Crozier has — about pooled staff arrangements the
opposition rooms might have in place. I certainly have
not received any advice from the Presiding Officers or
from joint services in relation to the matters, nor, as I
said in answer to the substantive question, have I
received the report that is the subject of media reports
today.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I
believe the minister has deliberately narrowed the scope
of the supplementary question by referring only to the
Department of Parliamentary Services rather than to
advice from within her own party in relation to this
practice, and I ask that you take that into consideration
in your determination on whether or not to solicit a
written response to the supplementary question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not want to
intervene in a debate situation in these circumstances,
but my understanding of the circulation of that
document is that it certainly did not extend to ministers
in this house. Indeed I am not sure that any members of
this house received that document when it was
originally circulated.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I
think there has to be a distinction between the
document that may have been referred to and the advice
or information contained therein.

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

The PRESIDENT — It is the same thing.
Mrs Peulich — No, President, I do not believe it is,
but I will happily discuss it with you following question
time.

Electorate office staff
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Deputy Leader of the Government, and I also
refer to standing order 8.01, specifically that questions
may be put to ‘ministers of the Crown relating to public
affairs for which the minister is directly connected’. I
also refer to advice provided to all parties within the
Parliament, which states:
Advice from PwC, Parliament’s internal auditors,
categorically indicates that reallocation of staffing resources
from electorate offices to party political activity, or the
‘cashing in’ of partial electorate office EFT to party activities,
would not survive either an internal audit or scrutiny from the
Auditor-General.

I ask: when was this advice provided to the minister?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I have
to say, when grain farmers in the north-west of Victoria
are dealing with extraordinarily difficult conditions, this
week in particular, it is quite extraordinary that the
Leader of The Nationals comes in here and asks the
exact same question that Ms Crozier just asked of
Ms Mikakos, for which you, President, have provided
an answer. I have read the newspaper article that
opposition members seem to be referring to in which a
number of claims are made, but the advice that the
article speculates about or reports on is not advice that I
have received.
Supplementary question
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My
supplementary statement is that I am not the one in this
Parliament who was stupid enough to tweet to
Victorian farmers how great it was — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Either Mr Drum has a
supplementary question or I will move on.
Mr DRUM — Given that the minister has not
received this advice from the Department of
Parliamentary Services or from her caucus secretary,
did the minister receive any advice at all prior to her
decision to provide staff hours to the Labor Party field
organisers program, and who was it from?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — There
is a good old leap from the substantive question to the
supplementary question. As I have indicated in the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

house on previous occasions, my electorate office staff
have always been employed in accordance with the
guidelines that are provided to members of Parliament
and no casual or permanent staff from my office have
contributed to the Community Action Network. This is
advice I have provided in the house in question time
before and in written responses to questions from
Ms Wooldridge. I would welcome a question from the
Leader of The Nationals about drought preparedness.

Electorate office staff
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Leader of the Government, representing the
Premier. I refer to media reports that whistleblower
Jake Finnigan has said he was employed as a casual
electorate officer for the member for Lara in the
Assembly, John Eren, but in fact was campaigning in
the Assembly Bellarine electorate for Lisa Neville.
Given Mr Finnigan’s statement, what action is the
Andrews Labor government making in response,
specifically regarding these two electorates?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Ramsay for his question, although the
question seemed to peter out and ended up in a place
that I thought was very odd in relation to the
government’s response to conditions in electorates,
which does not seem to be what would have been the
major thrust of his interest and inquiry.
Mr Ramsay — You don’t have to interpret the
question; just answer it.
Mr JENNINGS — In that case there is no response,
based upon the issues in the electorates that Mr Ramsay
referred to.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President, I
go to the point of relevance and being factual in relation
to the response that the Leader of the Government gave.
It was a clear question linked to the preamble by
asking: given this statement, what is the Andrews Labor
government doing in response to it? There is a clear
linkage to the two electorates of Bellarine and Lara, and
the Leader of the Government has failed to provide a
response to a simple and direct question that is specific
to both the preamble and the question asked.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of the point
of order raised by Ms Wooldridge, the question sought
to ask what action the government might have taken in
respect of some claims that have been made by a
whistleblower. The minister has indicated that
effectively there has not been a need for the

3325

government to act in that matter, and in that sense I
think his answer was responsive to the question.
Supplementary question
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — In lieu of the
Leader of the Government’s response I will make it a
bit simpler and clearer. Given the seriousness of the
allegations now under investigation by the Victoria
Police fraud squad and that both the member for Lara
and the member for Bellarine are ministers in the
Andrews government, will the government seek that
both ministers step down, as was the case with another
former Labor minister, until the police investigation is
concluded?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
When these matters were discussed during question
time in previous weeks I on behalf of the government in
this chamber indicated that the government will
participate in any inquiry that is undertaken by any
appropriate body in Victoria. We stand by that
commitment, we will be measured by that commitment
and we are happy for the consequences of those
investigations to take their course. At this point in time,
with the scrutiny applied by the audit committee within
the Parliament and with the scrutiny applied by the
police or any other entity in Victoria, we will comply,
be ready to be measured by it and be accountable to it.
In fact until any inquiry actually warrants further action,
the government will wait for the responses of those
inquiries that are underway.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate that I was
particularly lenient in allowing the supplementary
question to go through, because I believe it did canvass
new territory to the substantive question.

Trade union training programs
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
direct my question without notice to the Minister for
Training and Skills, and I ask: can the minister assure
the house that his office or department has fully
investigated matters arising out of the testimony of the
Honourable Bill Shorten to the Royal Commission into
Trade Union Governance and Corruption regarding
union training programs, and if not, why not?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I think that is drawing a huge bow about
corruption and Bill Shorten’s testimony, and quite
frankly I reject the substance of the member’s question.
I can say, though, that if there are actual cases of
corruption or fraudulent activity, then the department
will investigate, just as it has in beginning the long task
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of cleaning up some of the fraudulent activities that
flourished under the previous Liberal government.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, the
minister is now engaging in debate. But if he has
concluded, I am happy to ask my supplementary.
Supplementary question
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given that the audit to which the minister refers — into
questionable practices within the private sector — was
undertaken with such zeal, will he now commit to
investigating union training programs to ensure that no
state training funds were used as part of the rorts
referred to by Mr Shorten in his testimony to the Royal
Commission into Trade Union Governance and
Corruption? Frankly I am surprised the minister has not
made sure that his department has investigated the
information contained in that testimony.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — As always Mrs Peulich starts by talking the
talk, not walking the walk. If there is factual
information rather than made-up information, rather
than hypothecating information, about any training
provider, whether they are a union, a private or a
community training provider, whether they are a for
profit or a not for profit, if there has been a misuse of
state funds — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is question time,
where Mrs Peulich asks the question and the minister
gives the answer. You do not shout at one another,
especially when you are the person who presumably
wants the answer.
Mr HERBERT — As I was saying, if there is
information about any fraudulent activity in accessing
Victorian government training guarantee funds, then it
will be investigated. In fact, as you know, we have just
given a $9 million boost to a blitz for this year and we
have committed an extra $10 million a year for the next
three years to ramp up compliance. That is a substantial
increase on the $4 million to $5 million annual spend
by the department that occurred under the previous
government.
Ordered that answers be considered next day on
motion of Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern
Metropolitan).
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PrimeSafe board
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Agriculture. The minister announced
three replacement appointments to the board of
Victoria’s meat regulator, PrimeSafe: Nelia Varcoe,
Janette Bowman and the National Union of Workers
lead organiser, Belinda Jacobi. Given the minister’s
declared membership of the National Union of
Workers, an organisation that paid over $175 000 to the
Victorian Labor Party last year, did she endorse and
sign off on Ms Jacobi’s appointment, or did she exempt
herself from the entire process and the appointment
decision?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Drum for his question, and I note in
responding that the PrimeSafe board has recently been
reappointed. Around half the members on the
PrimeSafe board are new, and I note Mr Drum’s
observations that we have greater female presentation
on the PrimeSafe board.
PrimeSafe has in recent times been undertaking a
review following some concerns, particularly around
small producers, and I am considering that work at the
moment. But I am confident that all members of the
new board will properly acquit their responsibilities as
members of the board.
As for the mechanism for appointment, PrimeSafe
board appointments are a matter for cabinet, and the
processes that ensure appropriate appointment and
selection of high-quality candidates for all of our
government boards were followed.
Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, I seek
some clarification. Can a minister simply talk around a
question, a very specific question — whether she
exempted herself from the decision — and then simply
refuse to answer? It is just a point of clarification. The
minister spoke around the issue, but she simply refused
to address a very specific point of the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has
indicated that it was a cabinet decision. Mr Drum is
right, the minister has not indicated whether she made
the recommendations to cabinet, but he has a
supplementary question where he could pursue that
matter.
Mr Drum — My specific question was: did the
minister exempt herself? Did she clear the room? Did
she take herself out of the room while that decision was
discussed at cabinet or not? That was the substantive
question, President.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

A very simple question was asked of the minister, and
she is able to talk around the issue. However, when it
comes to answering the question, she very clearly and
very deliberately refused to answer the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will think about it.
Mr Drum — For the supplementary question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is the
supplementary question, is it not?
Mr Drum — No, that was just a point of
clarification for the main question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is no such thing
as a point of clarification, so do not test me. Mr Drum
made a point of order, and I am thinking about it. I will
come back to Mr Drum.

LOOKOUT education support centres
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Families and
Children. Last month the government announced that
four new LOOKOUT education centres would be
established to help with the support and education of
vulnerable children and young people in out-of-home
care. From the press release dated 22 September we
learnt that these four centres will be expected to help
6000 children who are in out-of-home care. I
understand the LOOKOUT centres will be staffed with
specialist teachers, psychologists, psychiatrists and
principals, but they will not have any children. Can the
minister inform the chamber about the evidence base
that support specialist educational support staff being
located on a site that is away from a young person’s
school campus as opposed to being located, as
additional educational support staff, actually on school
campuses?
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the other — have their education disrupted, and this
does impact on educational performance and outcomes.
I want to see a situation where every Victorian child,
irrespective of their background and circumstances and
whether or not they have been placed in out-of-home
care, has the same opportunities to achieve and obtain
an excellent and quality education. This is a very
welcome initiative, and I congratulate the Deputy
Premier on it.
What the member is asking I think misunderstands the
concept behind the LOOKOUT schools. Essentially the
LOOKOUT schools are not replacing schools. We
want to ensure that children are attending school, either
mainstream schools or an alternative educational
setting, but the LOOKOUT schools will act in the same
role as a pushy parent would. Essentially they will be
acting as an advocate for these children. If, for example,
a child is having difficulties in being enrolled in a
government school, the LOOKOUT school will act as
an advocate for that young person and ensure that they
are enrolled. If they are experiencing problems and
issues within the school — and we know that young
people who have been traumatised can exhibit
challenging behaviours — the educationalists and other
allied health professionals who will be working at these
LOOKOUT centres will be able to advocate as
champions for these young people.
What is intended is that we will have a rollout of these
LOOKOUT centres across each of the four Department
of Education and Training regions right across the state
by 2017. We are going to trial this as a pilot initially,
with a view to rolling it out right across the state. Each
centre will be staffed by a principal, leading teachers
and allied health professionals like social workers or
psychiatrists to work with these very vulnerable young
people and ensure that they can access that quality
education.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Springle for her question. I am
very excited about this new initiative the government
has recently announced. I should make it clear that this
is in fact an initiative that sits with the Deputy Premier
as the Minister for Education. However, I was involved
with the genesis of this initiative. Earlier in the year I
held a round table with educators, CEOs who work for
child and family welfare agencies, local government
representatives and academics to discuss how we can
lift the educational outcomes of children in out-of-home
care.

I welcome the member’s interest in this particular
program. This is something that has come out of
listening to the sector, listening to those people who act
as advocates for young people, who have identified to
me and to the Deputy Premier the need to do more in
this space. I am very proud of the fact that we have
responded very quickly as a government to make sure
that we are able to provide educational settings that are
supportive and encouraging of all people, including
young people in out-of-home care.

We know that children who are in out-of-home care,
because of the fact that they are in temporary
placements — they can move from one placement to

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her response. There is obviously
substantial investment in these centres, and I am just

Supplementary question
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concerned to ensure that the centres are the best way to
use those funds to ensure the outcome that we all want,
which is to make sure that children and young people in
out-of-home care remain in education. An amount of
$4.8 million ongoing annually equates to $1.2 million
per centre per year. That would possibly pay for 10,
maybe 12, specialist staff at the very most. I would like
to get a sense of how these staff will be expected to
support 1500 children in out-of-home care. Many of
those children in out-of-home care already have
educational support staff within their care teams. Can
the minister explain precisely how having an additional
support worker or team based off site, as opposed to on
site, is going to help vulnerable children and young
people stay or re-engage in education?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her supplementary
question. Just to be clear, the children will not be
attending an off-site location. The LOOKOUT centres
are acting as support mechanisms to advocate for these
very vulnerable young people to attend other school
settings. They will be working very closely with school
principals and with teachers, whether in the mainstream
government school setting or another school setting that
the young person may attend. As I said, initially it is
being trialled; it will be piloted in one region and then
rolled out progressively right across the state.
We are not replacing the government school system, we
are supporting it, and we are supporting all young
people who are of a school age, hence the numbers that
the member referred to in her substantive question,
which was about 6000, which is all school-age children
in out-of-home care. This is a really positive initiative,
and one that I am really proud of.

PrimeSafe board
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of
Mr Drum’s point of order on the minister’s answer to
the substantive question, the matter that I wished to
think about was whether or not he was pursuing
deliberations of the cabinet that might well have
involved cabinet-in-confidence provisions. I am of the
view that that would not be the case in terms of that
question where Mr Drum sought to establish whether or
not the minister had exempted herself from the process.
I do not believe, on reflection, that that would impose
on the provisions of cabinet in confidence. Mr Drum,
on a supplementary question.
Supplementary question
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Thank you,
President, and you will possibly rule that the minister
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might give me a fulsome answer to that question before
tomorrow.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will give
consideration to that.
Mr DRUM — Thank you. I will go straight to the
supplementary. Days later than when the minister made
the first three appointments, a secret appointment was
made to PrimeSafe of a second union organiser, in
Australasian Meat Industry Employees Union secretary
Paul Conway. Why was this appointment not made
public with the same fanfare as the earlier
appointments?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Drum for his further question and his interest
in pursuing unionist conspiracy theory over any of the
other questions about PrimeSafe that he might care to
ask, some of which have been matters canvassed in the
press, some of which Mr Drum may have heard about
from stakeholders or members of the community.
I can indicate that it is not unusual for appointment
processes to run not entirely seamlessly when there are
final checks that need to be acquitted in the running,
and I certainly reject the notion that there was a ‘secret’
appointment. There was one member of the board who
was appointed a week or two after the other members,
and if Mr Drum would like me to put out a press release
to confirm that, because I know that name was not in
the initial release, we can do that, but there are certainly
no secrets.

LOOKOUT education support centres
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Families and
Children, and again it is about the LOOKOUT
education support centres. The government is
committing the $4.8 million ongoing annual funding,
which equates to $1.2 million per centre per year;
therefore each centre will be expected to support an
average of 1500 children and young people in
out-of-home care. I am not quite clear about whether
those support staff will be working directly with
children or with the schools themselves, but if they are
working directly with children, it suggests that the
educational needs of some children and young people
will be prioritised over the educational needs of others,
given the volume of children that they are working
with. Can the minister inform the chamber as to what
sets this apart from every other out-of-home care
program that ends up with all the resources going to the
most acute cases, with everyone else missing out?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her further
question on what is a really exciting initiative of the
government in supporting young people in out-of-home
care get access to a quality education. The member, in
the preamble to her question, said that she was unclear
as to who the staff in the LOOKOUT centres will be
working with. They be working with both children and
young people, with teachers and school principals and
with other support staff who are in the school
environment.
It is really important that these LOOKOUT centre staff
act as advocates for these very vulnerable young
people, and it is important that they also help to convey
the message to our entire education sector that the
educational needs of these young people are very
important and should not be overlooked. So they will
be working with everybody who is in a position to
influence the educational outcomes of a young person,
and as I said earlier, this program will be starting in one
region and eventually rolled out right across the state so
that every school-age child across Victoria who is in
out-of-home care will be able to access this support.
I make the point also that there are other programs that
both of my departments provide to support better
educational outcomes for children in out-of-home care.
For example, the Department of Education and
Training has funded Anglicare to run an excellent
program called the TEACHaR program, which
provides tutoring in a residential care setting for young
people who need additional support for their
educational outcomes. The department has provided
$600 000 to support the operation of this program to the
end of the year. This is a program that was recently
recognised through the Robin Clark Protecting Children
Awards, so it is one that is hopefully setting an example
for other child and family welfare organisations to also
look at in the future.
There are a range of programs apart from this one, such
as the Springboard program that the Department of
Health and Human Services funds and that we provided
further funding for in the budget this year. It supports
young people who are leaving care to access training
pathways and employment programs so that they can
leave out-of-home care and go on to a secure education
and training or employment footing and give
themselves opportunities in life.
There are a range of programs, but I think the
LOOKOUT centres are a really exciting new initiative
that it is clear the member is very interested in from the
number of questions she has asked about it. As I said
right at the outset, it is a program that sits under the
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Deputy Premier’s portfolio, and whilst I have been
happy to provide the member with additional detail
about this particular initiative, if she has further detailed
questions about the matter she really should be
directing those questions to the Deputy Premier as the
responsible minister.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her answer, and I acknowledge
that perhaps the questions would be better suited to the
Minister for Education. However, I have one last
question. I did quite not get a sense of what the answer
was to my initial question, so I will put it in a different
way. Given that we know that about one-fifth of
school-age children in out-of-home care do not attend
school at all, will the LOOKOUT education centres
prioritise children in out-of-home care who are
disengaged from education, or will the centres prioritise
children in out-of-home care who are already engaged
in education?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
Clearly the program is about supporting young people
to have access to educational outcomes, and the
member is correct in saying that currently young people
in out-of-home care achieve poorer educational
outcomes than the general school-age population. That
is something that disappoints me and disappoints many
people who support and advocate for these young
people.
That is what the whole initiative is about. It is about
ensuring that we can provide those additional supports
for young people who are in many cases disengaged
from attending school. They may have attended school
in the past and had problems with the school, whether it
was bullying or whether it was teachers who may not
have understood the particular vulnerabilities of those
young persons. Therefore we need to ensure that all
young people, whether they are currently engaged or
not engaged in education, have the same opportunities.
The centre will be supportive of all of these young
people.

Firearms
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
is directed to the Minister for Training and Skills,
Mr Herbert, in his capacity representing the Minister
for Police. Firearms crime is an ongoing problem, with
criminals making their own firearms and illegally
obtaining firearms, apparently on an unrestricted basis.
Section 31A of the Crimes Act 1958 creates an offence

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
3330

COUNCIL

for the use of a firearm in the commission of an
indictable offence. The section provides for an extra
five-year prison term that cannot be served concurrently
and cannot be reduced. This would appear to be a good
deterrent. Could the minister inform me how many
individuals have been charged under section 31A of the
Crimes Act 1958?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — That is an excellent question, but
unfortunately this time around my knowledge of how
many have been charged is absolutely zilch. I have no
idea, and I will come back to the member with that
answer.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer, and I suspect my next answer
will be taken on notice too. I ask the minister: how
many convictions have been obtained for individuals
charged under that section?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — Once again I thank Mr Bourman for his
question and his passion for the area that his party was
elected on. I have no idea how many individuals have
been charged under section 31A, but I will seek that
information, if it is available, and get it back to him
within the time frame.

School buses
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My question
is also directed to the Minister for Training and Skills,
in his capacity representing the Minister for Education.
Recently we have been approached by the press and
many parents whose children currently attend local
schools that are not the closest school to their residence.
These children travel by bus to their chosen school, and
their extremely concerned parents are now being
informed that they will be charged exorbitant bus fees
for any future children who travel by bus to get to
school. The fee is enacted when children do not attend
their nearest school, but the school they choose to
attend may be only a few kilometres further along. I ask
the minister to review this charge and instead consider
charging the cost of transport from the nearest school to
the school they choose to attend, rather than calculating
the fee from home.
The PRESIDENT — Order! What is the question?
Mr PURCELL — It is basically whether the
minister has considered charging from one school to the
next rather than from home to school.
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Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I am not quite sure I can answer specifically,
but I thank Mr Purcell for his question. The issue of
school buses is always vexatious. When I first joined
former education minister Lynne Kosky’s office as
chief of staff way back in 1999 in those early years of
the Bracks government, the Honourable Theo
Theophanous, a former member of this chamber, did a
review of school bus policy. It is always contentious,
and people are passionate about it. There have been a
number of reviews since, and it is an important area.
Some 65 000 students catch something like 1500 buses
every year to school. It is quite costly and getting the
policy settings right is important. However, the
premise, as I understand it, through most governments
has been that the state provides transport to your nearest
school as part of an obligation — a right. This is an
important provision to enable children to get to school
if they cannot get there otherwise. That is kind of where
it is. It does not provide buses for people to go to
whatever school they want. If you live in Portland and
you love a school in Geelong, that is beyond the
parameters of the school bus policy.
In regard to Warrnambool, where I understand the issue
is currently, I have been advised that the education
department conducted what is called a policy
compliance review of the Warrnambool school bus
network earlier this year and it identified that there were
aspects of the school bus policy that were not being
correctly applied — that is, some students who were
ineligible for free travel through that network had not
been asked to pay fares. That had been part, as I
understand it, of a local agreement which had gone on
for many years.
It is pretty important that you get fairness and
consistency across the state in these matters. In regard
to the Warrnambool network, students who are still at
their schools are not being asked to pay the fare but, as
the member has identified, the correct application of the
policy will apply to new enrolments in 2016. I am
assuming that the policy for the fees charged is a
standard policy that has been there a long time, and that
is the amount the students have to pay.
Supplementary question
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his reply. Considering the impact of this —
many of the fees are going to be far in excess of what
the school fees are; I understand that they are going to
be over $1000, and $1200 to $1500 in many cases — I
ask the minister: if the proposal in the substantive
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question is not workable, would it be possible to phase
in the charges to reduce the burden on the families?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — As I said, this is a policy that applies across
the state. There has been some compassion in terms of
enacting the policy as it should have been in that
existing ineligible students who use these buses will not
be asked to pay to travel to their schools. I understand
that the department is working with all schools
accessing the school bus program to ensure that the
policy is correctly applied, so this is not just a
Warrnambool issue — there are others in the state.
However, I understand that the Minister for Education’s
office has been in contact with the member’s office
seeking to get further details of the people the member
is referring to, because this is a particular local issue
that follows the review of the Warrnambool school bus
network. I am also advised that the minister’s office is
happy to follow up any concerns regarding this issue
and get back to the member.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have written answers to questions 26–8, 59, 823,
831–42, 885–1091, 1098, 1103, 1120–4, 1127–1218,
1233, 1239–64, 1284–8, 1291–4, 1300–4, 1310–2,
1318–20, 1322, 1323–5, 1329, 1331–3, 1335, 1336,
1346, 1347, 1352–3, 1360–2, 1364, 2018 and 2091–5.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I will let that lie.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I
believe that as this relates to a current by-election, that
information should be publicly available. I ask that you
reconsider and ask that the information be provided to
everyone as part of a supplementary answer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not persuaded by
the politics of the situation. I am only interested in the
actual answers. It is Mr Purcell’s question; he has
sought the answer. He is happy with that consultation,
so I am happy with the consultation.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Energy and
Resources. I have been approached in relation to the
proposed installation of solar panels on the roof of Box
Hill North Primary School. This would reduce the
school’s power bills by 30 per cent, and assist with
student curriculum in mathematics, science and
sustainability, as well as reducing the school’s
consumption of energy, helping the environment.
Recently the Essential Services Commission proposed
to reduce the 2016 feed-in tariff by 20 per cent,
meaning the school would get 1.2 cents less for every
kilowatt hour pumped back into the grid. That has made
the proposed installation non-viable by increasing the
cost by $4000 per year. Will the minister assist the
school to progress its solar installation — a cheaper,
educational and more sustainable power system than it
currently has — without being financially penalised?

Written responses
Western Victoria Region
The PRESIDENT — Order! With regard to
questions raised today, in respect of Mr Drum’s
substantive question to Ms Pulford asking if she had
exempted herself from the appointment process, I ask
that the minister provide a written answer. The question
goes to objectivity in terms of the appointments. In
respect of Mr Bourman’s substantive and
supplementary questions to Mr Herbert, I ask that
written answers be sought from the Minister for Police.
Ms Pulford’s response would be due tomorrow.
Mr Herbert’s response in respect of the questions from
Mr Bourman would be in the two-day position.
I note that Mr Herbert has also indicated that in regard
to Mr Purcell’s supplementary question he will provide
some further information.
Mr Herbert — It is a complex issue.

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education and is in relation to the proposed removal of
classrooms from Bolwarra Primary School. I have been
fortunate enough to visit Bolwarra Primary School and
have spoken with school community members who are
most distressed at the proposition of losing their
classrooms. I have also been informed that the school
community has been told that if it continues to advocate
for the retention of the classrooms, not only will they
not remain but the dilapidated classrooms students will
be forced into will not be upgraded with appropriate
heating and cooling, as has been suggested by the
minister. They are basically being told, ‘Be quiet or you
will get nothing’. Does the minister condone that
intimidation and bullying of a school community?
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cent of the state’s waste compared to Melbourne’s
73 per cent.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, Jacinta Allan, and it concerns a question that
came to me from a constituent via Twitter, which is an
interesting way to interact with the electorate. The
question is with regard to a second entrance to the
Lilydale train station, and I understand the community
is very keen for that election commitment to be
fulfilled. I understand there has been some progress, but
I ask the minister if she can produce a timetable for me
to get out to show people when this second entrance
might be opened.

My constituents are asking why we have to be
Melbourne’s dumping ground. The main concern is the
impact on groundwater, which is used by local farmers
and surrounding townspeople. Given that the purpose
of the Statewide Waste and Resource Recovery
Infrastructure Plan (SWRRIP) is to ‘ensure that impacts
on the community, environment and public health are
not disproportionately felt’ and that part of its vision is
‘to protect the community, environment and public
health’, I ask the minister whether this landfill proposal
meets the SWRRIP’s objectives.

Northern Victoria Region

Western Victoria Region

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Mental Health, and it is regarding
the unacceptable time mental health patients in the
Goulburn Valley are waiting for assessment for an
independent client support package after being referred.
A mental health professional in Shepparton has advised
me that prior to November last year a priority 1 patient
was being assessed within seven days of referral. This
time has now blown out. At the time I was contacted
there were 19 patients waiting for assessment. Of the
19, 8 had been waiting 42 days or less, 5 had been
waiting between 50 and 70 days, 3 had been waiting
between 70 and 100 days and 3 had been waiting more
than 100 days. Mental health professionals fear that
category 2 patients may never be seen.

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, Lisa Neville.
The minister sacked all the water board members when
she gained her ministry, regardless of the then current
contractual terms. To avoid legal ramifications she
demanded board members resign. She then replaced
them, using her captain’s pick, with board members
aligned to Labor’s climate change policies. Barwon
Water, a water authority in the lower house electorate
of Polwarth, traditionally has good representation of
skills and knowledge from the local area. For reasons
only known to the minister, not one new board director
is from the Polwarth electorate or the Barwon Water
catchment, and in fact they all live in Melbourne.

This is clearly an unacceptable situation that has
developed under the current government and could be
caused by two things: a lack of staff to do the
assessments or a shortfall in the number of packages
available. I ask the minister: will he provide additional
funding to ensure that all mental health patients in the
Goulburn Valley are assessed within acceptable time
lines?

My question to the minister is: could she explain to the
clients and communities of Barwon Water why the
skills, knowledge and calibre of those living in the
catchment were not acceptable for them to be appointed
as board members for Barwon Water through the
selection process?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water, and it is about the concern over the proposal for
a massive landfill at Leongatha South. Veolia’s
proposal is for 200 000 tonnes of waste per year to
come from south-eastern Melbourne. This equates to
around 20 A-double trucks per day travelling through
our country towns. adding pressure to road
infrastructure and possibly impacting on public safety.
Gippsland already receives 52 000 tonnes of
Melbourne’s waste at Dutson. It generates only 4 per

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question relates to correspondence I have
received from the West of Elgar Residents Association.
The association has written to the Minister for Planning
about Whitehorse planning amendment C174, which
relates to the neighbourhood residential zone schedules.
My concern about neighbourhood residential zones is
that this has been going on for a very long period and
the government, under Mr Wynne, has not taken the
step of proclaiming those neighbourhood residential
zone schedules. This is important because it is now
beginning to affect the quality of planning decisions
across the metropolitan area, in particular in the City of
Whitehorse. What I seek with respect to my electorate
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is an indication from the minister as to when he will
proclaim the schedules and an explanation on why he is
dithering on their proclamation.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education, James Merlino. It is in relation to his
response to an earlier constituency question
surrounding Parkdale Secondary College student
zoning and some problems that have arisen where the
local community cannot go to their closest high school.
The minister responded by saying that there is going to
be a review of schools in the region with a
neighbourhood enrolment boundary. He talks about the
review process being designed to provide greater clarity
and transparency in the student placement process.
However, my concern is that the review process needs
some greater clarity and transparency and needs to be
broader than just consulting with this school and with
feeder schools. A proper review should consult all the
relevant stakeholders, school communities, feeder
schools, other key stakeholders, families, political
leaders, the local government areas and in particular
business.
I ask the minister to inform me of the details of the
process and to ensure that all the stakeholders can be
involved so that we have the best answers for the
provision of school education in my region.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Last Friday was a public holiday. As a
result traffic levels were significantly lower than normal
on roads in Melbourne’s west. These lower levels,
however, did not prevent an accident on the Princes
Freeway causing gridlock on the West Gate Freeway
back to and onto the West Gate Bridge and for many
kilometres on the Western Ring Road. Public holiday
or working day, this is not an irregular event. Given the
government’s decision to scrap the east–west link, the
apparent loss of the Premier’s shovel-ready West Gate
diversion and no apparent decision on the western
distributor, what will the minister do to assure motorists
in Melbourne’s west that they will not have to spend
half of the rest of their lives stuck in traffic?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I have a
constituency question for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I have been contacted by constituents
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from Mornington who are concerned about the exit
from Peninsula Link onto Bungower Road, particularly
at night due to the lack of lighting and when the
weather is inclement. They seek that additional lighting
be implemented at that intersection.
As members would be aware, traffic on Peninsula Link
is increasing all the time. The popularity of Peninsula
Link is helping to drive tourism on the Mornington
Peninsula. Having safe access to and egress from
Peninsula Link is most important. I know the federal
member for Dunkley has raised this matter with the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, with no success at
this stage. I ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
to further investigate the provision of additional lighting
at the intersection of Peninsula Link and Bungower
Road.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Police numbers
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that Premier Daniel
Andrews has failed to commit to providing additional police
officers as Victoria grows.
The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Council of Victoria calls on Premier Daniel
Andrews to commit to providing additional police for our
community as a matter of priority.

By Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(82 signatures).
Laid on table.

Grand Final Friday
To the Honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note the harmful impacts of
the decision by the Daniel Andrews Labor government to
declare new public holidays in Victoria.
At a time of high and rising unemployment and when many
businesses are already doing it tough, Daniel Andrews has
imposed a major new cost that will see many businesses close
their doors for the day, employees lose much-needed shifts
and inflict significant damage on our state’s economy.
The Andrews government’s own assessment of the grand
final eve parade public holiday put the cost of the holiday to
Victoria at up to $898 million per year with additional salary
costs.
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The impact of these additional costs will not be restricted to
businesses, with local government and hospitals also affected
leaving ratepayers and the community to foot the bill.
We therefore call on the Daniel Andrews Labor government
to reverse its decision to impose the grand final eve public
holiday.
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Australian Centre for the Moving Image — Report, 2014–15.
Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria —
Report, 2014–15.
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Order of
6 August 2015 giving approval to the granting of a licence at
Corinella Foreshore Reserve.

By Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(39 signatures).

Energy Safe Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Laid on table.

Glenelg Hopkins Catchment Management Authority —
Report, 2014–15.

Route 8 tram
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws the attention of
the house to strong community support to keep the no. 8 tram
route noting:
1.

the no. 8 tram route has been in operation since 1927
and is one of Melbourne’s busiest tram routes;

2.

the below-listed petitioners express extreme concern at
the Andrews Labor government plan to abolish the no. 8
tram route and demand that the Andrews government
step back from its planned abolition of the no. 8 tram
and commit to the permanent maintenance of this route
along Toorak Road, St Kilda Road and Swanston Street;

3.

that promises to strengthen public transport will not be
advanced by moving resources from one route to
another, but instead should see the addition of new
services to those currently provided.

Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority —
Report, 2014–15.
Health and Human Services Department — Report, 2014–15.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3) in relation to the Pipelines Amendment
Regulations 2015.
Mallee Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2014–15.
North Central Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2014–15.
North East Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2014–15.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendment C173.
Banyule Planning Scheme — Amendment C71.

The petitioners therefore call on the Legislative Council to
urge the Andrews Labor government to stop their abolition of
the no. 8 tram route.

Colac Otway Planning Scheme — Amendment C83.
Corangamite Planning Scheme — Amendment C36.

By Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(193 signatures).

Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Amendment C130.

Laid on table.

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C203.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 12
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 12 of 2015, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

PAPERS

Maroondah Planning Scheme — Amendment C98.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendment C261.
Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendment C56.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C123.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendment C130.
Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendments C175,
C184 and C206.
Warrnambool Planning Scheme — Amendment C73
(Part 2).
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendment C162.
Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C190.

Laid on table by Clerk:
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C175.
Adult Community and Further Education Board — Report,
2014–15.

Port of Hastings Development Authority — Report, 2014–15.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

3335

Queen Victoria Women’s Centre — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2014–15 report.

Victorian Veterans Council — Minister’s report of receipt of
2014–15 report.

Road Safety Camera Commissioner — Report, 2014–15.

West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority —
Report, 2014–15.

Roads Corporation (VicRoads) — Report, 2014–15.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Improving Cancer Outcomes Act 2014 — Nos. 106 and
107.
Subdivision Act 1998 — Transfer of Land Act 1958 —
No. 105.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — No. 103.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Adoption Act 1984 —
No. 102.
Transfer of Land Act 1958 — No. 104.

Wimmera Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2014–15.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Registration of
Early Childhood Teachers and Victorian Institute of
Teaching) Act 2014 — Remaining Provisions (except
section 79) — 30 September 2015 (Gazette No. S278,
22 September 2015).
Associations Incorporation Reform Amendment (Electronic
Transactions) Act 2015 — 1 October 2015 (Gazette
No. S285, 29 September 2015).

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory
Rules Nos. 108 and 112.

Energy Legislation Amendment (Publications of Retail
Offers) Act 2015 — 1 October 2015 (Gazette No. S285,
29 September 2015).

Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —

Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 — 1 October 2015 (Gazette
No. S285, 29 September 2015).

Ministerial Order No. 860 — Fee for temporary
approval to be employed or engaged as an early
childhood teacher 2015–16, 11 September 2015,
under the Education and Training Reform Act
2006.
Industrial Waste — Classification for Drilling Mud
under the Environment Protection (Industrial
Waste Resource) Regulations 2009 and
Environment Protection Act 1970.
Industrial Waste — Classification for Unprocessed
Used Cooking Fats and Oils under the
Environment Protection (Industrial Waste
Resource) Regulations 2009 and Environment
Protection Act 1970.
Approval of the transfer of the King Valley
Community Memorial Hall from the Whitfield
RSL Sub-branch Building Patriotic Fund to King
Valley Community Memorial Hall Inc.,
29 September 2015, under the Veterans Act 2005.
Sustainability Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Catchment Management Council — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Law Reform Commission — Report on Medicinal
Cannabis, August 2015 (Ordered to be published).
Victorian Regional Channels Authority — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority —
Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Small Business Commissioner — Report, 2014–15.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received the following letter
from the Attorney-General headed ‘Production of
documents — South Yarra underground railway
station’:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 2 September
2015 seeking the production of all documents in relation to an
underground railway station located in South Yarra.
The Council’s deadline of 6 October does not allow sufficient
time for the government to respond to the Council’s
resolution. The government will endeavour to respond as
soon as possible.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 7 October 2015:
(1) notice of motion 149 under the name of Mr Davis,
requesting documents on the City of Port Phillip draft
planning scheme amendment C107;
(2) notice of motion given this day by Mr Ramsay on
supporting improved rail services to Warrnambool;
(3) notice of motion 166 standing in the name of
Ms Pennicuik referring to a reference to the Electoral
Matters Committee on political donations;
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(4) notice of motion given this day by Mrs Peulich on
Labor’s Community Action Network;
(5) order of the day 15, resumption of debate referring a
matter relating to Victorian gun laws to the Law
Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee; and
(6) notice of motion given this day by Mr Morris on
Victoria’s regional road network and the country roads
and bridges program.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Government performance
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
From the party that brought Victoria the desalination
plant, myki budget blowouts, pokie licence sell-offs and
secret health waiting lists, we thought it could not get
any worse, but this Labor government takes the cake.
After just 10 months the Andrews Labor government is
falling apart. In just 10 months under Labor we have
seen a government spend more money not to build a
road than its entire transport spend so far. In just
10 months under Labor we have seen a government cut
cancer treatment beds and cave in to union demands. In
just 10 months under Labor we have had more
ministers removed than level crossings. In just
10 months under Labor the number of full-time jobs in
Victoria has gone backwards, small businesses have
been struggling and a $1 billion public holiday burden
has been imposed on all Victorians.
We now see under Labor more leaks than in an old
episode of Water Rats, the latest being that if you want
to be appointed to a board, make sure you are a
card-carrying member of the Labor Party earning a
decent wage. This is a government now in disgrace,
with all Victorians asking themselves did its members
cheat and rort to be sitting on the government benches
today and what disasters are still to come. This is the
Andrews Labor government.

Sunshine Lantern Festival
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — On
Saturday, 19 September, over 30 000 people made their
way to Hampshire Road in Sunshine to attend a festival
showcase of dance, music and culture at the Sunshine
Lantern Festival. This is an important occasion for not
only the large Asian community in my electorate but
Asian communities elsewhere. Families who attended
were treated to street performances, live entertainment,
children’s games and rides, market stalls, lantern
making and lion and dragon dancing, as well as a
lantern parade to observe the full moon, which ended
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with fireworks. This festival in Sunshine is the largest
lantern festival in Victoria, and I am aware that
attendance this year was triple that of last year’s
festival, which is phenomenal.
I congratulate the Sunshine Business Association for its
hard work to make this year’s event such a success and
also the Brimbank City Council and local businesses
for their support.

Williamstown Football Club
Mr EIDEH — I extend my congratulations to the
Williamstown Seagulls, who on Sunday, 20 September,
played in the Victorian Football League (VFL) grand
final, defeated the Box Hill Hawks and won the 2015
premiership. This is indeed a very special victory for
the Williamstown Seagulls as it is the club’s first VFL
premiership title since 2003.
I congratulate all teams that competed this season and
wish them all the best for 2016.

National Police Remembrance Day
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — On Tuesday,
29 September, Victoria Police commemorated National
Police Remembrance Day in memory of and to honour
the 159 brave Victorian men and women who in
performing their jobs made the ultimate sacrifice and
were killed in the line of duty.
Policing is not an easy job at the best of times, and
currently police face grave dangers on a daily basis
while conducting their tasks. Each time police members
respond to a call-out there is a potential risk of physical
danger as well as emotional and mental abuse. Over the
last five months I have visited a number of police
stations in my electorate and have witnessed firsthand
the positive differences our police men and women are
making in their communities.
At Morwell police station Senior Sergeant Howard
Jones had high praise for Indigenous community liaison
officer Laurie Marks, who has worked for many years
to be a positive conduit between the Indigenous
community and police and has achieved fantastic
results. At Warragul Inspector Chris Major spoke of
how members of the police had become intrinsically
involved in their community through such initiatives as
coaching sporting teams and participating in men’s
shed activities and Koori smoking ceremonies to break
down barriers and create positive relationships. At Moe
Senior Sergeant Cameron Blair spoke of improved
community connections through engagement with
schools, sporting groups and the retail community.
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I personally thank police members for all they do on
behalf of our communities.
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I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate her
on this wonderful achievement.

St Mary’s House of Welcome

Aboriginal flag

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Last
Friday I had the unique opportunity of assisting
St Mary’s House of Welcome, which will be known to
many members, at a fundraising event. St Mary’s offers
the unique service of providing breakfast and lunch,
and it does it with a great deal of dignity. What strikes
you when you visit St Mary’s is that people consider it
a second home.

Ms TIERNEY — On another matter, I take this
opportunity to reflect on the official raising of the
Aboriginal flag above the Victorian Parliament during
the last sitting week. As it should, the Aboriginal flag is
permanently flying alongside the Australian and
Victorian flags above the Parliament of Victoria. This is
about the recognition and acknowledgement of the
traditional owners of this land. With its rich and strong
history — —

On Friday night St Mary’s had its major fundraising
event. Instead of going to the fundraising event as a
guest I decided I would volunteer in the kitchen. I was a
kitchen hand and cook for the day. It reminded me why
it is that I no longer cook: it is hard work to stand on
your feet all day peeling vegetables. Recruiting
volunteers was a great way of including a lot of people
in this function. The staff also had fantastic support
from local wine merchants, from a number of large
hotels, who donated food, and from a number of chefs,
who helped.
I received an email and photos from St Mary’s on
Monday. The staff told me that the event had a fantastic
turnout, and it raised a great deal of money for a very
good service.

Aunty Marlene Gilson
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak about Aunty Marlene Gilson, a
Wadawurrung elder who was recently voted the
people’s choice at the 2015 Victorian Indigenous Art
Awards. A self-taught artist, Aunty Marlene seeks to
share Aboriginal culture and history to encourage our
younger generation to keep stories alive through their
own art. Aunty Marlene received the $5000 award for
her large-scale painting Bunjil’s Final Resting Place,
Race Meeting at Lal Lal Falls. The piece depicts life in
the early 1900s for Marlene’s ancestors and early
European settlers in Lal Lal, a township 20 kilometres
out of Ballarat. Aunty Marlene is a descendant of King
Billy, an Aboriginal elder from the Ballarat region, who
was alive at the time of the Eureka Stockade.
As part of the 2015 Victorian Indigenous Art Awards
exhibition, Aunty Marlene’s work is currently on
display at the Art Gallery of Ballarat. Over
15 000 people have visited the gallery since the
exhibition opened in August. Unfortunately I was
unable to attend Aunty Marlene’s twilight talk at the
gallery, as it was during the last sitting week. However,

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Methamphetamine control
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
today concerns statements made by the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing, Mr Foley, in recent
days, particularly in the Geelong Advertiser, with
respect to the decriminalisation of ice. I note that there
was a debate in the town, which was reported in the
Geelong Advertiser in two articles. The debate was led
by a local senior sergeant who is involved in the
government’s ice task force. That senior sergeant said
Australia had to take the possibility of decriminalising
illicit drugs, including ice, as a significant priority. He
elicited a response from Martin Foley, who said we are
all ‘obliged to sit up and take notice’.
In looking at Mr Foley’s comments in the article in the
Geelong Advertiser, it is clear he has not ruled out the
decriminalisation of ice. However, when he was
challenged by the Port Phillip Leader on this matter,
Mr Foley ran for cover. He has to come clean, because
the two statements he has made — one to the Geelong
Advertiser and one to the Port Phillip Leader — are at
odds. They cannot both be right, and the fact is that
many people are calling for the decriminalisation of ice.
Mr Foley is sending a mixed signal. Mr Foley’s coded
words are irresponsible. I have to say that the federal
leader of the Greens, Senator Di Natale, a person I
generally respect, has also put on record his views on
decriminalisation. The Greens in this Parliament will
need to put on record their views. That includes Sam
Hibbins, the member for Prahran in the Legislative
Assembly. He will have to be clear with the community
about whether he supports Martin Foley’s position or
which of Mr Foley’s positions he supports.
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Multiculturalism

Grand Final Friday

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
This weekend there is the ugly possibility that a small
number of misguided people will stage protests at one
or more mosques in Victoria. This is in line with an
equally misguided global anti-Muslim call to action. I
would like to take this opportunity to do something that
should not need to be done, and that is to affirm the
freedom of everyone in Australia to practise their
religion and their culture, and to emphasise Victoria’s
virtues as a state that fully welcomes people of all
backgrounds, cultures and religions.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — On
Friday I listened to the Premier, Daniel Andrews, when
he appeared on Melbourne’s 3AW radio, trying to
justify the $1 billion grand final eve public holiday. On
that day I travelled around my electorate and saw
business after business with notices on their front doors
saying, ‘Closed due to the grand final public holiday’. I
also visited the Prahran Market on that day. I usually
shop there on Saturdays, but I went down on the Friday.
I spoke to one of the stallholders I regularly buy from,
and I asked him about the impact on him of the grand
final eve public holiday. He said it had been very quiet
and that stallholders had voted to stay open because
they had a loyalty to their customers. Clearly he and the
other stallholders at the market were not going to
benefit from the grand final eve public holiday.

It is not just because I am the Victorian Greens’
spokesperson for multicultural affairs that I want to do
this; it is because, as a Victorian and as an Australian, I
am proud of our multiculturalism — not just our
policies, but the way we live. I am not only proud of the
multiculturalism we have created; I am also grateful for
it. The many opportunities I have had to work with and
befriend people from hundreds of backgrounds and
religions has indescribably enriched my own life. So
while it is a shame that some ill-informed individuals
will express bigoted views this weekend, what is much
more significant is the overwhelming majority of
people who, through their daily activities, stand proudly
for our multicultural Australian way of life.

Whittlesea citizenship ceremony
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Monday, 21 September, it was my pleasure to witness
the ceremony for the newly naturalised citizens of the
city of Whittlesea. I am always pleasantly surprised by
the number of people lining up to become citizens of
our beautiful country. The ceremony was officiated by
Whittlesea’s former mayor, Cr Mary Lalios, together
with its CEO, Mr David Turnbull, and his council
officers. I thank Whittlesea Shire Council for a
well-organised evening. As always, after the event I
was happy to share my own experiences as a migrant
with our new citizens.

La Trobe University sculpture
Mr ELASMAR — On Thursday, 24 September, I
was invited to attend a stunning La Trobe University
event that involved the unveiling of the Run for Your
Life sculpture. The sculpture is magnificent. It depicts
life-sized rhinos in full flight. The artists, Gillie and
Marc, donated their work to the university for the
enjoyment of all visitors to the La Trobe Centreway
Lawn. I was invited to have a ride. I said I would think
about it. I congratulate both of these talented sculptors
on their visually beautiful artistry.

Mr Dalidakis — Not true.
Ms CROZIER — They were working,
Mr Dalidakis.
Mr Dalidakis — That is not true. That is the first
time on any public holiday ever.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order!
Ms CROZIER — Could I start again, Acting
President?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! No, the member cannot. She had better
continue.
Ms CROZIER — The Premier said the most
important thing you could be doing is spending time
with your family. Those stallholders at the Prahran
Market could not do that because they were working
and they were paying their workers.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, there is a clear protocol in this house that
during members statements members are to be heard in
silence, without interjection. Minister Dalidakis is
continuing to interject during Ms Crozier’s
contribution. I ask you to call the minister into line and
ask him to desist, and I ask you to provide Ms Crozier
further time to complete her members statement.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I am aware of the protocols of this house, but
unfortunately Ms Crozier’s time has expired. I advised
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Ms Crozier to continue. She should have continued and
ignored the interjections.
Mr O’Donohue — On a further point of order,
Acting President, when I raised my first point of order I
believe Ms Crozier had 15 seconds remaining for her
members statement. Clearly the clock was not stopped.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I am happy to give Ms Crozier another
15 seconds.

3339

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Hawthorn Football Club
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I begin by
congratulating the Hawthorn Football Club on its
fabulous grand final win over the weekend. It was great
to see the team winning its third premiership in a row;
let us hope for the fourth.

Portland Bay School
Ms CROZIER — As I was saying, those
stallholders who were working on Friday did not see
the benefits of the grand final eve public holiday, and
they had to pay penalty rates to their employees.

Bushfires
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My members
statement today, which I will get to shortly, will be on
the football, but it would be remiss of me not to make
note of the fact that we have some significant fires
burning at the moment across Victoria. Many of us in
the house will be refreshing our Country Fire Authority
updates and waiting for information on the fires in
Lancefield, so I hope we get some advice that things are
not looking too bad later on this afternoon.

Benalla Saints Sports Club
Ms SYMES — I pay tribute to the Benalla Saints
Sports Club, which had a drought-breaking win in the
Goulburn Valley Football League on Sunday. The last
time Benalla won a senior premiership Gough Whitlam
was Prime Minister and Dick Hamer was Premier of
Victoria. It was 1973, and the then named Benalla
Demons won the flag in the Ovens and Murray league.
My father Ian and my uncle Brian were members of
that premiership team — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms SYMES — That was 42 years ago, Mr Finn. It
was a great day for Benalla on Sunday, especially
following the heartbreaking 3-point loss in last year’s
grand final. It was a wonderful long weekend to spend
in Benalla. I extend my congratulations to Benalla club
president Bruce Biggs, coach Luke Morgan, captain
James Martinello and all the players and supporters
who have waited a long time for this win. Special
mention also goes to Wally Armstrong and his
under-18 team which has won back-to-back
premierships.
Benalla was not the only town in my electorate that
tasted Goulburn Valley football — —

Mr MORRIS — I would also like to speak on the
Portland Bay School, a school that is over 20 years old
and that has gone from having just 7 students to having
over 40 students and one that is in desperate need of
state support. One of the most significant issues is the
site of the current school. It is located on just
0.23 hectares and, based upon its population, the school
is in need of a site of the order of 2.5 hectares. All the
buildings are portables, and some are in a very poor
state of repair and well past their use-by dates. The
previous coalition government recognised the need for
two new classrooms and provided them; however, what
is really required is a new site for the school. The
previous coalition government planned to undertake a
widespread stakeholder consultation, including with all
Portland schools as well as the community of the
Portland Bay School, to develop a plan to provide the
right site for a new Portland Bay School. I therefore call
upon the Minister for Education to consider the needs
of the Portland Bay School as a matter of urgency.

Climatic conditions
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My members
statement today is to draw to the attention of this
chamber and of the public at large the drought-like
conditions affecting regional Victoria. Whilst the
Minister for Agriculture was revelling in the new public
holiday and the unseasonably high temperatures and
tweeting the delights of the Dunkeld pub, small
business has been forced to shut its doors and farmers
are battling bushfires and watching crops shrivel up and
water supplies dry up. It was a sad indictment of this
city-centric government, which is dominated by
affiliated unions, and on an agriculture minister totally
out of touch with her ministerial constituency that the
government spent the state’s two hottest October days
since 1914 congratulating itself on the success of the
public holiday, the football crowd and the warm
weather but not referring to the disaster that is
unfolding on farming land in regional Victoria.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
3340

COUNCIL

Low water supplies and a serious fire yesterday at
Wensleydale, which is near Winchelsea, demonstrate
the precarious nature of our environment, something
confirmed by the declaration of a total fire ban day
across most regions of Victoria today. Whilst many
crops are lost in the north of the state, without
immediate rain many of the crops across the rest of the
state will not fill and will be cut for stockfeed, resulting
in the loss of millions of dollars of export value. Water
storages are drying up, and farmers are being forced to
sell stock. Paddocks shut up for hay and silage are
drying off and will yield little.
This fairly bleak picture of rural Victoria under a
significant challenge because of severe climatic
conditions is for the benefit of the Minister for
Agriculture, who appears to be oblivious to what is
happening in the bush. Hopefully Ms Pulford will step
off the public holiday train and out of the comfort of the
Royal Mail Hotel at Dunkeld and start talking to — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Koroit Football Netball Club
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to rise today to congratulate the Koroit Football Netball
Club on winning back-to-back premierships in the
Hampden Football Netball League. It was a pleasure to
be one of the 6500 who turned out to watch the Saints
march to glory, a fantastic reflection on country football
and the vital role it plays in rural communities.
While the town celebrated the win in true style, the
victory comes after 12 months of sadness for the
tight-knit town of Koroit. Last year the club was rocked
by the tragic death of its popular under-16 captain, Jack
Lynch, whose brother Tom played exceptionally well
in Koroit’s winning team. I know Jack’s parents, Terry
and Helen, well, and the loss of this fine young man
was a tragedy that devastated the club and community
as a whole. Then in September dedicated trainer Cindy
Lehmann died following a car accident the previous
month. Cindy was an amazing woman who had been a
foster carer for 26 years, welcoming more than
300 children into her home with her husband, Rob. Our
thoughts are with both Jack and Cindy’s families as
well as with the Koroit Football Netball Club. We
congratulate the club on its success and wish it well as
it goes for a three-peat in 2016.

Government performance
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It is not
surprising that there is such little faith in the integrity of
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politicians — particularly state senators — when we
look at Labor’s treatment of Melbourne’s west recently.
Fresh from misleading the Sunbury community on the
subject of V/Line services to the town, Labor has set up
a process which will almost inevitably break its election
promise of less than 12 months ago to support the
establishment of a stand-alone Sunbury council. We
know Labor does not like Sunbury; we just wish it
would stop shafting us.
Add to that the sideshow put on by assorted Labor
rabble in St Albans last week. There they were, all
celebrating the beginning of works on the Main Road
level crossing, and there was no mention of the fact that
it was state and federal Liberal governments that had
allocated the funding for this level crossing’s removal.
There was no mention of the almost four decades of
Labor neglect that saw the safety of locals overlooked
on an annual basis. Indeed the member for St Albans in
the Assembly — perhaps I should say the infamous
member for St Albans — tweeted, ‘We did it’. There is
no doubt that she, as former mayor of the disgraced
Brimbank City Council, is responsible for much, but
the removal of this level crossing is not among that.
Fortunately not a living soul in St Albans believes a
word she says. I can totally understand why. I am sick
of Labor lies in Victoria, particularly in Melbourne’s
west.

Labour hire industry
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today to speak about the
Victorian government’s inquiry into the labour hire
industry and insecure work, which was announced last
week. I am pleased the government has responded to
the call I made for it to undertake such an inquiry. Once
again this shows the important results that minor parties
like the Democratic Labour Party (DLP) and others
here on the crossbench can achieve in Parliament.
In May this year I called on the Treasurer to examine
the current tendering system to ensure that Victoria’s
construction companies and contractors are given a fair
chance at winning a contract on a level playing field.
We know of the impact that phoenix companies have
had, with the loss of money and jobs for contractors,
suppliers and employees in the building industry.
Unscrupulous operators have avoided providing their
employees with their correct wages, entitlements and
conditions by getting them to set up their own
Australian business numbers. This has enabled those
operators to win tenders by putting in much cheaper
bids. This has come at a huge economic and social cost
for hundreds, if indeed not thousands, of Victorian
workers.
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Many Victorian construction businesses have been
suffering badly as a result of this practice, and many of
their representatives have come to see me in my
electorate office. As a labour party, the DLP believes in
the importance of bringing justice and fairness to
Victorian workers who have not had the dignity of their
work respected by their employer. We commend the
government for taking action and launching the inquiry.

RACING AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 3 September; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I have the opportunity to talk on the
Racing Amendment Bill 2015 before the house today.
This bill enables Harness Racing Victoria (HRV) to
appoint people with a range of skill sets to its board —
a flexibility it does not currently enjoy and something it
is very much looking forward to. Obviously the bill will
help bring HRV into line with other forms of racing
here in Victoria and in other states, but it is also going
to help put in place the skills it needs that these other
jurisdictions already have. We must realise that these
racing bodies have enormous responsibilities in
carrying out the duties that everybody insists they
should be able to do. These responsibilities and duties
obviously require a substantial set of skills, which are
desperately needed within those boards. Therefore a lot
of the provisions in the bill are common-sense ones as
we move into a more contemporary era setting up these
boards for today and for the future.
With the introduction of this bill we are also going to
see the introduction of the Harness Racing Advisory
Council. The advisory council will be able to give
advice to the board and expertly assist it with some of
the more industry-based issues, as opposed to many of
the skill sets required for board members, which may
be in relation to marketing, advertising, finance and
event management. The advisory council will have a
range of industry-based expertise that will effectively
help it give pertinent advice to the Harness Racing
Victoria board. It would therefore be expected that
members of the advisory council will have extensive
and expert understanding of the industry.
The proposed composition of the advisory council led
the shadow Minister for Racing, Tim Bull, the member
for Gippsland East in the Assembly, to realise that the
draft bill that was released was ambiguous in relation to
the make-up of the advisory council. In his detailed
analysis of that draft bill Tim Bull pointed out to the
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Minister for Racing, Mr Pakula, that a house
amendment was going to be necessary if the
government was going to achieve the outcomes it was
trying to reach. To the government’s credit, it was able
to quickly rifle together the appropriate amendments
and introduce those house amendments, along with the
bill, when it was introduced into the lower house.
Therefore the opposition is in the situation where it is
happy to not oppose this legislation now that those
amendments have been made.
The house amendments went to the point that the
members of that advisory council will have
representation that reflects the industry and they will
also have current knowledge, involvement and
participation in the industry. It will mean that upon
receiving advice from that advisory council the board
members of HRV can do so in the comfort and
knowledge that the expertise they are receiving is what
was planned for in the first place.
We all understand that the house amendments should
not have been necessary, but the fact is that racing clubs
from all around Victoria are going to be appreciative
that these changes have been made. The legislation
stipulates that membership of the advisory council
requires a certain level of expertise and currency in the
industry today, and that will materialise as a result of
these changes. That is very important.
Enabling the minister to put in place the advisory
council and ensuring that the board has the right skill
set are two of the major aspects of this bill. The third
aspect of the bill will allow the board, in the event it
needs to do so, to appoint an administrator.
In relation to the greyhound live baiting scandal we
have seen governments in some of the northern states
effectively moving in to completely abolish greyhound
boards. Therefore, whilst we hope it will never happen
here in Victoria with Harness Racing Victoria, we have
a live analogy right here in Australia where a whole
state board for one particular brand of racing has been
stood down pending those investigations. Whilst it is
something we hope will never happen, we see that it
can occur in the contemporary world, because there are
many pressures on the racing industry, particularly with
gambling becoming such a monstrous industry.
We understand the necessity of putting more control
into the hands of the board members. This bill will give
the board of Harness Racing Victoria the opportunity to
put in an administrator, if it believes that is warranted.
These legislative changes arise following the
commissioning of a report by Dale Monteith.
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Mr Monteith previously held the position of chief
executive of the Victoria Racing Club.
He delivered his report in April this year, and it
contained 18 recommendations. All the changes in this
legislation arise out of that report. The government has
said that it will adopt all the recommendations in the
report, although many of them are not part of this
legislation. It has been thought that the government
may be able to introduce many of the other
recommendations through regulation and simply by
them being adopted as part of the board’s own powers,
and that the changes will not have to necessarily come
before the Parliament.
It is also worth noting what an enormous industry
harness racing is in Victoria. It is an industry that
employs around 4000 people and has around
25 000 active participants. It is an incredibly big
industry. It also has an extremely large percentage of its
operations based in regional and country areas. Around
85 per cent of all harness races are held in regional or
country Victoria and 70 to 75 per cent of the state’s
turnover on harness racing actually comes from
regional Victoria.
It is not just the jobs — and the jobs are critically
important — and it is not just the industry itself that
matters; it is really about the social fabric that surrounds
harness racing in Victoria. It is incredibly important for
many small towns. Under the previous Labor
government, which was in power for 11 years, seven
regional centres were shut down by the Labor Party in
the early part of those 11 years because it did not
believe those centres to be significant or important
enough.
I know Wedderburn, Boort, Wangaratta, Ouyen,
Gunbower, Hamilton and a range of other places,
including some very small tracks in provincial centres,
were shut down. Despite the holding of numerous
rallies and attempts to hold meetings with the racing
minister at the time, including with delegations from
regional Victoria, there was no relaxation of that policy.
The then government was simply hell-bent on shutting
down those seven tracks. In opposition we gave our
word that if we were elected, we would try to bring
back to those country tracks as many meetings as we
could, and even today many of those tracks operate a
range of meetings. None of them have been returned to
the number of races those communities were previously
able to enjoy, but certainly Hamilton and Boort have
cup meetings. Also the Ouyen club is running a couple
of meetings per annum.
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It is important to understand the role this area plays in
the social fabric of a community. Five or six members
have just made statements about the football finals in
their local regions. The harness racing cup meetings
that are held once a year are also incredibly important
social events for those areas of regional Victoria. It is
an opportunity for the service clubs to get in there to
work to help raise money for the community. That
money then gets funnelled back into the community in
other charitable ways. Parents and friends groups and
various schools all take on roles within harness racing
to raise money for their projects as well, and it is
amazing how many harness racing venues around the
state are in fact in shared arrangements with football
grounds, cricket grounds, hockey fields and netball
courts. They are all using the same facilities.
It is not just the 4000 jobs that are important or the fact
that there are 25 000 people who are actively involved
in this sport, because the sport is much greater than that.
We need to make sure that the right administration and
regulatory scheme is put in place so that we are able to
run the sport in the way that everybody expects it to be
run. Also, the minister will now have a fair degree of
power over the make-up of the board because the board
can now comprise no less than five and no more than
seven members. That gives the minister a fair degree of
flexibility, not only in terms of the board numbers, but
also in terms of the necessary skill sets on the board.
Therefore it is crucial that when the minister and the
board consider the types of people to fulfil roles on the
board, they look for a strong regional and country
representation so that it is not just filled up with people
from metropolitan Melbourne. With so much of the
harness racing product taking place in regional Victoria,
there will be no shortage of talent, stakeholders and
people purely interested in the running and
administration of the sport, so we will be able to find
high-quality applicants from around regional Victoria
to fill the positions on both the board and the advisory
council.
As I mentioned earlier, the minister will now have the
power to appoint the persons with the appropriate skill
set to the board, as well as appoint an administrator if
things turn pear-shaped, and that will be critical. The
minister will decide whether there are five, six or seven
board members, and at least two members of the board
will sit on the advisory council, one of whom will chair
the advisory council, which should create a strong and
robust conduit between the two bodies.
The bill also allows for a range of agencies associated
with the industry to share information around integrity
issues. The integrity of racing is critically important.
We continue to see issues in relation to the three codes
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of racing in Victoria, not just within the racing sector
but with sport in general. The issue of integrity in sport
is a crucial issue. When I was a minister we allocated
hundreds of thousands of dollars to an integrity unit to
effectively tell the government what it did not know
and what the situation was right here and now in
relation to integrity in sport. Racing Victoria has its
own integrity arm, as does the AFL within its
organisation. Harness Racing Victoria has also seen
that it needs to strengthen its regime to ensure that the
various racing integrity officers will deal with many
agencies, share information and maintain a tight rein on
any participant who may blur the lines of proper
behaviour and integrity within harness racing.
The opposition does not oppose the bill. The provisions
within the Monteith report have been supported in
principle by the government, which will accept each
and every one of the 18 recommendations. They are not
all included in the legislation but some of the main ones
are, and we are grateful that an amendment was added
to ensure that we get the right expertise within the
advisory council. We would expect that a large
proportion of members of both the Harness Racing
Victoria board and the advisory council will be
effectively from regional Victoria. With those
additional amendments, we expect the bill to proceed
and hope it quickly passes through the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on the Racing Amendment
Bill 2015. I was pleased to hear that the opposition is
not opposing the bill, and why should it? This is a good
bill. The bill arises out of the recommendations of the
Report on the Audit of Harness Racing Victoria by
Dale Monteith. Mr Monteith was tasked with producing
a series of recommendations arising out of his
independent audit into the harness racing industry. He
provided a comprehensive picture, together with
18 recommendations that are supported by the Andrews
Labor government. It is critical to the survival of the
Victorian racing industry that integrity in its operations
is transparent and paramount to its ongoing financial
success.
Amendments in the bill provide for the appointment of
a new board with a widened scope that incorporates
additional skill sets to those already provided, and will
provide for the establishment of the Harness Racing
Advisory Council. This advisory council will provide a
necessary formal consultative link between the industry
and the board.
The bill also allows for the appointment of an
administrator to manage the harness racing industry in
the event of a breakdown of good governance between
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the board and the industry. The administrator is there to
safeguard the racing industry and protect the public
interests of the community.
The bill also adds a stronger transparency mechanism
by adding Racing Analytical Services Limited, which is
a further weapon in the arsenal of the racing integrity
commissioner.
Racing is an integral part of the Australian way of life.
It offers pleasure, excitement and memorable family
outings in wonderful surroundings. We are a nation of
punters and racegoers, both in metropolitan Melbourne
and country Victoria, so it is essential to its ongoing
productivity that these amendments are agreed to and
implemented. The industry generates more than
$421 million a year. It also delivers community and
social benefits. It promotes and fosters community
advancement through its support of local charities and
contributes to the health and wellbeing of individuals
employed or participating in the industry, and their
families.
The racing industry has been in decline of late, and the
bill will help to revitalise and re-establish the public’s
confidence in its operations. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Racing Amendment Bill 2015 will amend the Racing
Act 1958 in relation to governance arrangements for
Harness Racing Victoria (HRV) by making changes to
the composition of the board of Harness Racing
Victoria and setting up an advisory body. It will also
specify bodies to which the racing integrity
commissioner may disclose integrity-related
information, such as racing bodies around the country
and the Australian Border Force, and it makes
amendments to appoint an administrator in the event
that governance arrangements are not operating as they
should.
It also makes minor and technical amendments such as
changing the reference to the general post office in the
act so that it will now refer to the north-east corner of
Elizabeth and Bourke streets. That is because under the
act what are known as metropolitan racecourses are
identified by their distance from what used to be known
as the General Post Office Melbourne but now will be
known as the north-east corner of Elizabeth and Bourke
streets. This is not really about the bill, but it is a bit of a
shame that we lose the reference to the general post
office and we are now referring to the corner of two
streets. I have lamented the closure of the general post
office. I can remember going there when it was the
general post office, and it was a fabulous building. It
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still is a fabulous building but it does not have the same
ambience. It is now full of clothing shops, and it is not
what it was.
But I digress and will now return to the bill. The bill is
in response to a report commissioned by the Minister
for Racing on the audit of Harness Racing Victoria
conducted this year by Mr Dale Monteith. It was a
high-level review of Harness Racing Victoria and
reviewed more generally the key components of the
harness racing industry. It would be fair to say that the
review concentrated on sustaining the industry,
improving governance and integrity, and improving the
viability of the industry, if I can put it that way.
The report contains 18 recommendations, and this bill
implements recommendations 1 and 5 of the review
regarding the board and the advisory body. Other
recommendations regarding what the board should be
doing to improve harness racing are not in the bill but
supposedly will be overseen by the board, the minister
and the racing integrity commissioner.
There was little or no focus on animal welfare in the
review. Therefore the Greens have prepared
amendments to ensure that a person with animal
welfare expertise is added to the advisory body. I am
very happy to have those amendments circulated.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms PENNICUIK
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Ms PENNICUIK — I read the April 2015 Report
on the Audit of Harness Racing Victoria on which these
amendments to the Racing Act are based, and I have to
say that it was very interesting to read what the report
covers. For example, it covers issues such as
governance, integrity, administration, the stewards,
swabbing of animals, the racing appeals and
disciplinary board, income streams, sponsorship, debts,
breeding et cetera. Quite a lot of concerning findings
regarding Harness Racing Victoria are included in this
report.
For example, the issue of governance was raised by
many people, and appendix D of the report covers
many of the issues raised by those who were consulted.
There are concerns about governance and about the
appointment of the CEO and the chief operating officer
without due process. On the issue of risk management
the report finds that:
HRV’s risk management practices fall short of those
recommended by AICD and organisations with which I —

Mr Monteith —
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have been involved.
…
It is a concern that risk management is not a standing item on
the board meeting agenda … this does not accord with best
practice for boards or directors, which should be responsible
for embedding a culture of managing both risks and
compliance.

Other issues raised include conflicts of interest with
regard to Harness Racing Victoria and its activities in
sponsoring and holding racing events. Concern is also
expressed about:
the potential for conflicts of interest with two HRV board
members sitting on the integrity council (IC) relating to HRV
commercial interests and/or any horse ownership they might
have;
HRV’s ability and preparedness to fund integrity to best
practice levels;
the decision taken some time ago by the government to
abolish the Racing Appeals Tribunal and for VCAT to be the
final body for appeal by aggrieved industry participants for all
three codes.

This raises the issue of integrity. One of the
recommendations in this report is that the government
should consider establishing a separate integrity body
for Harness Racing Victoria and not leave it to the
board or Harness Racing Victoria itself to deal with
integrity issues. It has been in raised publicly that there
needs to be a separate integrity body for all of the
racing codes, and that is an issue I believe the
government still has not addressed in full.
Issues were raised with regard to the drug testing of
horses and the fact that it was not done often enough —
for example, in 2014 only 53 competition samples were
taken on the advice of the investigators, with very little
input from the stewards. The report recommended that
competition testing should be increased.
In the conflict-of-interest issue that I mentioned before,
one integrity council member had ownership of harness
racing horses and Mr Monteith said that is not
desirable. During the audit it has also become clear that
there is no formal training program in place for
stewards or investigators, and in addition HRV does not
employ a dedicated form analyst to assist stewards and
no formal bet monitoring is undertaken other than
through a memorandum of understanding with Betfair.
Those tasks are generally performed by the stewards
who are officiating at a particular race meeting. The
report is peppered with concerns about governance,
conflicts of interest and integrity. It is concerning when
you read through the whole report.
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The Greens will not be opposing the bill in terms of
what it will establish, which is a board appointed by the
Governor in Council on the advice of the minister.
Mr Drum raised the issue of the minister having some
power with regard to the appointment of the board. I
also hope that recommendation 2, which would
establish an appointments panel to assist the minister to
identify appropriate candidates for appointment to the
board, and recommendation 3, which would require
members of the board and senior executives to
complete the Australian Institute of Company Directors
course, or a similarly approved course, which focuses
on high standards for directors and corporate
governance, will be followed by the government.
If those two recommendations, as well as the
amendments to the act regarding the board are
followed, certainly that will improve the board.
However, one would have to say that clause 8 of the
bill, which inserts new section 44B creating the Harness
Racing Advisory Council, where that advisory council
will consist of two members of the board, at least three
members who are nominees of organisations or persons
who are representatives of the Victorian harness racing
industry and — now with the government amendment
that Mr Drum referred to — up to two persons who
have experience or interest in the Victorian harness
industry, the constitution of the board is very insular.
As outlined in this clause, it basically consists of people
who have something to do with the harness racing
industry and two people on the board.
The issues of integrity and animal welfare have been
raised in all the racing codes. In the Monteith report the
issue of horse welfare, although not the focus of the
report, has been raised once or twice. Page 11 of the
report states:
Horse welfare is addressed in the plan —

that is, the Harness Racing Victoria strategic plan —
particularly the rehoming of retired horses under the ‘Raising
the Standard’ program. With the current level of resources
available to the program, up to 30 horses can be rehomed
each year. This is a long way behind the animal welfare and
rehoming initiatives of the other two codes through Off the
Track and the Greyhound Adoption Program (GAP). In
2013–14 alone, GAP rehomed 536 greyhounds.
The board needs to provide adequate funding to expand the
program if it is serious about the finding homes for retired
horses. In the past, government has provided funding from
VRIF to assist with establishing the program.

In fact one of the other recommendations of this report
is that the government reinstates the funding for
rehoming of retired horses. Even though Mr Monteith
makes those comments to improve rehoming in harness
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racing, and contrasts that with thoroughbred racing and
greyhound racing, that is not to say that there are not
ongoing problems, in particular in thoroughbred racing,
with the lack of rehoming of horses, and ongoing
problems in greyhound racing as well. The fact that
harness racing falls so far behind those other codes just
goes to show how behind the eight ball it is with respect
to those issues.
It is disappointing that none of the recommendations
really go to animal welfare, a matter that was raised
quite a lot in the submissions and consultations.
Page 55 of the report comments on Harness Racing
Victoria operational issues and says that there be:
… an increased focus on horse welfare —

and —
A business case to expand this program is urgently needed.

At page 58 the report states that the:
… welfare of horses is an important integrity matter.

At page 59 it states that many people:
… saw a need for balance to promote the industry, educate
participants, and concentrate more on integrity and welfare
issues.

At page 61 it was identified that:
… many farms are of poor quality for breeding, agistment
and rearing of foals.
… the clamping down on the use of anabolic steroids on
yearlings has led to smaller sized yearlings which indicates
many were being subjected to such treatment —

that is, treatment involving the use of anabolic steroids.
One can see a lot of animal welfare issues in harness
racing if one reads through the details of this report.
I am concerned that in putting together the Harness
Racing Advisory Council made up of members of the
board and people involved directly in harness racing
there is not broader representation. You would think
that a board would need an advisory committee with
much broader representation than just people involved
in the industry. Mr Drum raised a point with regard to
the improved administration. As I said before, this
looks like a very insular type of arrangement, and
broader representation from the community, in
particular with regard to animal welfare, is needed on
the advisory committee to make sure that the animal
welfare performance of Harness Racing Victoria is
improved and to prevent the sorts of problems we have
seen with animal welfare, particularly in greyhound
racing with the terrible live baiting practices that have
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been going on all around Australia under the noses of
Greyhound Racing Victoria, Greyhound Racing New
South Wales, Racing Queensland and the racing
integrity commissioner, all of which seemed to have
had no idea it was going on. We need outside
representation on these advisory bodies that can have
an eye on these types of issues. We should not forget
that racing is about animals. Animals are the key
participants in the racing industry, and their welfare
needs to be much more prominent than it has hitherto
been.
The other point I want to reiterate is the need for the
government to move the monitoring of the integrity of
harness racing out of Harness Racing Victoria, Racing
Victoria and Greyhound Racing Victoria and to
establish a separate body to look after integrity. If you
look through the report and the recommendations, you
see it is about promoting the industry. There is mention
of increasing wagering and involving people in the
industry. If your role is to promote the industry, it is
very difficult for you also to regulate or look at the
integrity of the industry.
While the Greens will not oppose the measures in the
bill, which are an improvement on the current situation,
we would like to improve it by ensuring that someone
with animal welfare expertise is on the advisory body.
We should not rest on our laurels with regard to
integrity in the industry.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on the Racing Amendment Bill 2015,
which makes important reforms to the Racing Act
1958. The amendments have been made following an
independent review and subsequent report by Mr Dale
Monteith, which makes 18 recommendations to better
position Harness Racing Victoria (HRV) to ensure a
growing and viable industry. I would like to thank and
acknowledge Mr Monteith for his efforts. He has vast
experience in the industry, including his work with
Victoria Racing Club. These recommendations are very
sensible, and I am pleased the government is committed
to adopting them. I note that not all the
recommendations have been integrated in this bill,
however, and I understand they can be implemented in
other ways. I look forward to the government adopting
all of the recommendations as soon as possible.
We can all agree that harness racing is a valuable
industry in Victoria. We have heard today that it
contributes more than $421 million annually to the
Victorian economy, supports nearly 4000 jobs and
involves more than 25 000 active participants. Not only
does the industry provide economic benefits, it also
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contributes to the social fabric of Victoria, particularly
in country areas.
In my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region we have a
great facility at Warragul, with regular harness race
meetings drawing many spectators. A refurbished
racetrack was unveiled last year after over $400 000
was spent to improve the circuit. At the time the
coalition government contributed $434 000 to a
comprehensive overhaul of the existing 835-metre track
to make it one of the best of its kind in the country. The
Warragul track at Logan Park was the first to be built
with European-style cambered bends, which have since
been replicated at other venues around Australia.
The industry in West Gippsland has a rich history, with
harness racing beginning at Drouin in 1885, run by the
Buln Buln Turf Club. Trot events then featured at
various thoroughbred meetings throughout the district,
and the Gippsland Trotting Association ran a full
trotting program, the first in Warragul, at the present
location in 1920. A Warragul and District Trotting Club
was formed in the late 1930s. The course used the grass
gallops track at the Warragul Showground, which is the
location of today’s venue. The first race meeting was
held in November 1939, and the club conducted the
first country derby in Australia three months later, with
the Warragul Derby for pacers and trotters. The club
now conducts nine race days from December to August
the next year.
Along with the great track at Warragul is the Gippsland
Harness Training Centre, which was established in
1997. This fantastic facility is a fully operational racing
stable as well as a training facility, offering courses in
training, driving and stablehand duties. The centre is a
joint venture between the fantastic Community College
Gippsland’s McMillan campus and the
Warragul & District Light Harness Horse Club. I was
pleased to hear recently that the centre is overseeing a
record enrolment of students, who learn all aspects of
the training and education of horses in a racing stable
environment. Students are given the opportunity to
work with both trotters and pacers, developing skills
and using modern training aids. The centre caters for
those with little and those with loads of horse
experience and utilises all forms of industry input,
including visiting vets, chiropractors, nutritionists,
farriers and other industry experts — and that is just for
the horses!
If I can digress, I would like to congratulate the
hardworking staff and students at the Gippsland
Harness Training Centre on their first double win at
Cranbourne on Sunday 6 September. That was a
fantastic effort, with two winners for the centre.
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The Warragul trots are very important to the town of
Warragul and the greater Gippsland region, but it is not
just a place where races are held; it is also a social
gathering for many Gippslanders.
It is important that the government support such a
valuable industry, and the bill before us today works on
making improvements and strengthening the harness
racing industry. The bill modernises governance
arrangements for Harness Racing Victoria by amending
the board appointment provisions to allow for the
appointment of board members with skills beyond the
current requirements of business, marketing or industry
experience. This is a positive amendment which will
allow a wide range of experience on the board to
expand its current skill base, and that has to be a
positive thing. It has also been recommended that the
board be made up of no fewer than five and no more
than seven people. This will allow a bit more flexibility
and give the minister of the day the ability to
complement the core skills of the board with expertise
in specific disciplines that may be required at the time.
This bill also provides for the establishment of a
Harness Racing Advisory Council. The council will
engage in a formal consultation process through which
the board can receive advice from industry
representatives with expertise on a broad range of
harness racing matters. The council is to be approved
by the minister and will include at least two members
of the Harness Racing Victoria board, one of whom
will be appointed the advisory chairperson. I feel it is
important that the council include members who are
working at the forefront of the industry, and I hope this
provision will ensure that that happens.
On the make-up of both the HRV board and the
advisory council, I think it is very important that we see
representation from our country harness racing clubs,
not just city ones. Country harness racing is a huge part
of the contribution this industry makes to the Victorian
economy. In fact country clubs contribute 85 per cent
of racing product to our harness racing industry in
Victoria and generate 75 per cent of our harness racing
industry turnover, as Mr Drum has mentioned. Given
the huge contribution made by country clubs, it is
important that we see regional representation on both
the board and the advisory council.
This bill will amend the act to allow for the
appointment of an administrator to manage the harness
racing industry in circumstances where the board has
failed to competently manage the industry or where it is
in the public interest. Of course we hope it never gets to
the point where such an administrator is required.
Nevertheless it is important to have such a safeguard in
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place. The bill strengthens integrity assurances in the
Victorian racing industry by adding other bodies,
including Racing Analytical Services Ltd, to the list of
those to which the racing integrity commissioner can
disclose information. This is important for ongoing
integrity.
I acknowledge and respect the Greens for the
amendments they have put forward today. However, I
believe that this bill deals solely with harness racing
matters, and I note that the Monteith report does not
recommend specifying a board member with expertise
in animal welfare. I believe HRV works very closely
already with the RSPCA in relation to animal welfare.
We will be opposing the Greens amendments at this
point.
Harness racing is certainly an important industry in our
state, particularly in regional Victoria. Tracks such as
the one at Warragul provide a social hub, draw visitors
and provide economic benefits. It is with this in mind
that I do not oppose the bill before us today.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to stand to speak on the Racing Amendment Bill 2015,
which provides yet another example of the Andrews
Labor government saying what it will do and doing
what it says. It is fantastic to be able to speak on a
racing bill, being fresh from a long weekend in Benalla,
where I attended the successful Benalla Gold Cup — so
recently that in fact my fake tan is still in place. It was a
great day. There was record attendance, with
4352 people through the gates — a massive increase on
last year. Attendees included the Minister for Racing,
and it was great to have him in Benalla for the day.
Martin Pakula is a very passionate racing minister, and
he has attended many events in and around my
electorate in his capacity as minister. But he is more
than just a spectator and a punter. He has really saddled
up and mounted a strong program for development
across his portfolio whilst working to rein in the more
unsavoury aspects of the industry, which have been
well noted.
This bill will aid in delivering a stable industry that can
fully maximise its potential, moving beyond a trot and a
canter to a full-throttle gallop toward a bright and solid
future. Despite the puns that flowed as I prepared to
make a contribution on this bill, it is a serious piece of
legislation with serious intent. I concur with Mr Drum
and Ms Bath, who pointed out that harness racing is a
significant economic and social driver in many towns
across country Victoria. In my electorate of Northern
Victoria Region there are harness racing venues in
Shepparton, Gunbower, Bendigo, Boort, Kilmore,
Wangaratta, Mildura, Cobram, Echuca and Ouyen. I
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hope I have not missed anyone out. I cannot stress
enough the significance and value of this industry and
how important it is that we ensure that it is a dynamic
and robust industry with integrity. This bill is a critical
step in that process.
I wish to congratulate Mr Monteith, as many speakers
before me have done, for his outstanding work on the
audit of Harness Racing Victoria, which was no doubt
aided by his in-depth knowledge of the industry. The
Report on the Audit of Harness Racing Victoria was
presented to the government in April and was the
trigger for the debate taking place today. Mr Monteith
met with more than 60 individuals and groups and
received 35 written submissions. It is fair to say that it
was an inclusive, far-reaching and open process that
engaged with many of the key stakeholders. Those
stakeholders brought with them all their interest and
passion; of course their livelihoods depend upon the
harness racing industry. I congratulate and commend all
those who contributed to the development of the
recommendations, which will help us to improve and
build this vibrant sector of the regional economy. In the
report Mr Monteith stated:
… there was an overwhelming message of a need for change
in the Victorian industry.

His 18 recommendations have been received, and their
enactment begins with this legislation.
This bill modernises the government’s arrangements for
Harness Racing Victoria by amending the board
appointment provisions. It will enable the appointment
of board members with skills beyond the currently
specified business, marketing or industry experience.
The amendments will also provide flexibility as to the
size of the board, allowing the minister to recommend
the appointment of at least five but no more than seven
members. This will give the minister the ability to
complement the core skills of the board when expertise
in specific disciplines is required at different times. This
is about engaging a significantly wider pool of talent
and a diversity of skills to ensure that the board —
which represents a more than 4000-strong workforce
and 25 000 active participants associated with the
industry — is well served by a broad spectrum of
abilities.
Harness racing contributes more than $421 million
annually to the Victorian economy and is responsible
for generating $226 million per annum of household
income, so something is amiss when the current
requirements for board appointments make no mention
of financial skills or for that matter legal, media or
technology skills. A diversity of expertise is almost a
prerequisite in a modern economy, and the industry can
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now recognise this in its practices. Racing is in a
competitive market — a market in which it must thrive
and grow in the 21st century amidst the lure of massive
growth in the development of technology-based
entertainment and an increasingly difficult-to-engage
generation Y market. Reaching out and seeking to
incorporate the skills, expertise and talent that can help
to address these issues on the board is an imperative.
The bill also provides for the establishment of the
Harness Racing Advisory Council to ensure ongoing
collaboration, communication and engagement with
industry. It will be established as a consultative forum
through which the board can receive advice from
industry representatives with expertise across a variety
of issues related to harness racing.
The bill amends the Racing Act 1958 to allow for the
appointment of an administrator to manage the harness
racing industry in circumstances where the board has
failed to competently manage the industry or where it is
otherwise in the public interest. This will provide a
level of comfort across the industry and introduce some
rigour to the operations of the board. Knowing that
there exists a mechanism to remove an incompetent or
negligent board and protect the industry from the
damage it may inflict is important.
The bill further strengthens the integrity of the industry
by adding Racing Analytical Services Limited as a
body to which the racing integrity commissioner can
disclose integrity-related information, and it formalises
within the legislation the disclosure arrangements for a
number of other bodies.
The harness racing market is an extraordinarily
competitive one in this country and nowhere more than
here in Victoria, our nation’s sporting capital. The
associated sporting spend is equally competitive, and
harness racing must compete not just with its
stablemate, thoroughbred racing, but across the sporting
spectrum. It must engage, capture and grow its market
if it is to continue not simply to exist but to thrive into
the future, and it must do so with the utmost integrity
and the most diligent governance processes.
The Andrews Labor government has made a genuine
commitment to work with the harness racing industry,
and this bill is testament to that. It will deliver on the
changes needed to protect the industry from decline and
position it strongly for the 21st century marketplace. I
note Ms Pennicuik’s circulated amendments, and I
understand that we will go through these with Minister
Herbert in the committee stage. I commend the bill to
the house.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to speak on the Racing Amendment Bill
2015. I have to say at the outset that I love racing. I love
racing, pacing and chasing — all three forms in fact.
Mrs Peulich — Chasing?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Yes, racing, pacing and
chasing, otherwise known as thoroughbred racing,
harness racing and greyhounds. I like all three forms. I
say at the outset that the opposition will not be
opposing this bill, but I will be opposing
Ms Pennicuik’s amendments because I think they are
already covered in the elements of the bill.
There are three key provisions to this bill. It provides
for the appointment of Harness Racing Victoria board
members with skills beyond the board’s current
representation, and that is as a result of Dale Monteith’s
wonderful set of recommendations. The bill also
provides for the establishment of the Harness Racing
Advisory Council, which is another finding from Dale
Monteith’s report, and allows for the appointment of an
administrator to manage harness racing should things
go belly up. We hope that never occurs.
Before I get into the elements of the bill, I take the
opportunity to acknowledge the life of James
Bartholomew Cummings. J. B. Cummings, known to
many as Bart, will be remembered mainly of course for
his great work in thoroughbred racing. He trained
12 Melbourne Cup winners, 266 group 1 winners —
about 7000 winners all up. He trained 32 Victoria
Derby winners, 24 Oaks winners, 7 Caulfield Cup
winners and 5 Cox Plate winners. I love the Cox Plate.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I have had an involvement
with a Cox Plate winner already and hope to have
involvement very shortly with another one as well. He
trained 13 Australian Cup winners, 11 winners of the
Mackinnon Stakes, 8 Newmarket Handicap winners
and 4 Golden Slipper winners. It is a wonderful record.
I pay tribute to Mr Cummings, who I had the great
pleasure of meeting on many occasions as he was
connected to my late father. I got to meet him
individually, and I also introduced my eldest son to
him. He was a very humble, polite and well-respected
man, and he will be certainly missed by all associated
with racing and sport generally. I know Mr Herbert has
an affection for J. B. Cummings as well.
This bill modernises the governance arrangements for
Harness Racing Victoria by, firstly, amending the
provisions of the Racing Act 1958 to allow it to appoint
board members with a set of skills beyond current
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requirements. In a sense that goes to Ms Pennicuik’s
point about finding people with the right skills to sit on
the board. This bill does that. The second element is to
establish the Harness Racing Advisory Council, from
which the board can receive specific industry advice
from representatives who have a broad range of
expertise in the harness racing industry and beyond.
The third component of the bill allows for the
appointment of an administrator should the need ever
arise, and we hope that it does not.
The elements of the bill have been well outlined by
previous speakers, so for the sake of the efficiency of
the house I choose not to repeat them other than to say I
pay tribute to the former CEO of the Victorian Racing
Club, a well-respected racing administrator, Dale
Monteith, who has done a great job in coming up with
this report and its 18 recommendations, which I
support. We are pleased to hear the government is
committed to adopting those recommendations.
I pay tribute to the members of the Harness Racing
Victoria board, including chair Ken Latta, Neale
Wheat, Geoff Kay, Ian Delmenico, Elizabeth Clarke,
Ken Latchford and Wendy Greiner, as well as CEO
John Anderson, who I have had the pleasure of
spending a lot of time with at Tabcorp Park Melton,
supporting this great sport of harness racing. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
today on the Racing Amendment Bill 2015. Following
on from my dear friend and colleague Mr Ondarchie, I
cannot help but begin by offering a few words of praise
for the late Bart Cummings, a man whose name will
live forever in racing immortality, as they say. The
contribution he made to racing in this country will not
be forgotten.
Whilst Mr Ondarchie ran through a long list of
extraordinary achievements of Mr Cummings, my
memory of him is of an occasion on which I met him a
couple of years ago, and he was a delight. You would
be hard put to find a more humble individual. He did
not put on airs, even though he was somebody perhaps
entitled to. He did not see himself as being important in
any way. He was there because he loved the races, and
he did not do a bad job. He did not bung it on, as some
in his position might do.
To his wife and family I offer my condolences and say
it will be a long time before we see another Bart
Cummings. He was one of the best. They say nobody is
irreplaceable. That may be so, but if somebody is, it is
Bart Cummings in the racing industry. He was an
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extraordinary contributor and an extraordinary
individual when it comes to racing in Australia.

put more than just a few bob on it. He was a great part
of the racing industry in this country.

Racing is one of the great things about Australia, and
we are approaching one of the most exciting times,
particularly here in Melbourne, with the Spring Racing
Carnival kicking off soon. We are just a month or so
away — maybe even a little bit less — from seeing the
greatest race in the world.

Irrespective of the Melbourne Cup and the glamour,
money, party atmosphere and international attraction it
has for so many thousands, harness racing has its own
identity in this state. As a child I would sit down every
Saturday night and watch The Penthouse Club with
Mike Williamson and Mary Hardy. I would watch the
red hots, as they were referred to in those days, at the
showgrounds. That was very much a part of my
childhood.

Mr Ondarchie — The Cox Plate.
Mr FINN — The Cox Plate may well be one of the
great races in the world. I am not sure whether it is the
greatest, but it is certainly one of the greatest races. I
have spent many a pleasant time at Moonee Valley
Racecourse, which of course is in the electorate of
Western Metropolitan Region.
Mr Ondarchie — Money Valley?
Mr FINN — Sadly it has not been for me, I have to
say. For me it has been Loss-of-Money Valley on most
occasions. The people around me who were smiling
most were the bookies. I like to make people happy,
and I particularly like making them happy. They are
always pleased to see me. The last time I was at
Moonee Valley for the Cox Plate was on one of those
occasions. It is a very good thing that I am not a
gambler. I am not somebody who bets on races on a
regular basis. I do it maybe once or twice a year.
Otherwise I would be in more strife than the early
settlers. I do not think that would be — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr FINN — Coming in here is sometimes a
gamble, but apart from that I do not indulge.
When I first started work, very early on, I took a fancy
to the dishlickers. My first job was at Radio 3DB.
Mr Ondarchie — Did you call the races?
Mr FINN — I did not call the races. I worked with
luminaries such as Bill Collins and Ray Benson.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — If you want me to start, I could go on
all day. At that time, at the age of 17, I started work at
3DB putting the races through to the country stations. I
would push the button to make sure that they got their
races when they should have. It was quite
extraordinary. If you wanted a tip, Ray Benson was the
bloke to listen to, because if Bill Collins had a tip, he
would keep it to himself. He was the accurate one, but
he would not let on. If he had a good thing, he would

I have a certain affection for harness racing, and of
course I have been to Moonee Valley on a number of
occasions to watch the harness racing there. I have been
very lax in that I have yet to make it to the new home of
harness racing at Melton, which is not far out of my
electorate.
Mr Ondarchie — Tabcorp Park.
Mr FINN — Tabcorp Park. I must do something
about that very soon.
I am delighted that Dale Monteith came up with this
report. He clearly is a man with enormous knowledge
and an enormous passion for harness racing. He has put
forward a number of recommendations the government
has acted on. I heard Ms Symes say earlier that this is
another example of the government fulfilling its
election promises.
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr FINN — She said words to that effect. She said
this bill is an example of the government doing what it
said it would do. That is the same as saying that it is
fulfilling an election promise, I would have thought.
Anyway we will not argue that point at the moment.
Can I just say that if you want a debate with somebody
on election commitments, you will very easily get one
out in Sunbury, where before the last election the
government lied to people left, right and centre. That is
certainly coming home to roost now for the people of
Sunbury.
Back to the bill, the harness racing industry is an
important one. It attracts a certain passion or a certain
sort of person with a passion for harness racing. It runs
deep in their bones. It is wonderful to see that it is now
going strong after it went through a few difficulties not
so long ago. Hopefully this bill will ensure that it will
be in a strong position for a long time to come. I
commend the bill to the house. We on this side of the
chamber certainly do not oppose it. I can only wish all
those involved in the harness racing industry and the
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racing industry generally all the very best as we
approach a very exciting part of the year here in
Melbourne.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is a pleasure to speak on this bill. I must
say that like many here I have owned racehorses. I have
owned a dishlicker, Mr Finn might be interested to
know. Perhaps in his early days he may have even
punted on Saki Royal as it went around the track. It
won quite a few races. I have not had a huge amount to
do with harness racing, as important as this sport is.
This bill is part of an election commitment this
government made to undertake a full audit of Harness
Racing Victoria and implement reform. I am not going
to speak at great length, because we have had some
excellent contributions to the debate on this legislation.
I thank all those who made them and acknowledge the
spirit in which they made them.
This is summed up by a visit I made last week to the
Gippsland Racing Training Centre, which is run in
Warragul by Community College Gippsland. I was
doing a road trip, looking at TAFEs and speaking to
students and staff. At the centre I met Sue Geals, CEO,
Jenny Carmichael, deputy chair, and a young lady by
the name of Abby Orchard, who was a student there.
The passion they had for training, particularly in the
harness industry, was outstanding. The facilities were
great. They were nothing flash, but they were really
appropriate. The young lady, Abby Orchard, had an
absolutely positive spirit. She was doing a certificate III
in racing to be an advanced stablehand and a
certificate IV to be a harness racing driver. These are
formalised qualifications.
I managed to pat some of the horses, do some photos
and talk to people. One great thing became clear there:
some people think harness racing is not going strong,
but I can tell members that what people say in that
region is that it is going very strong. The number of
people who want to get involved in it — who want to
be drivers or want to be otherwise involved in the
industry — is growing. I guess that highlights the need
to make sure that the integrity structures around this
industry are as strong as we can make them.
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interest. The bill also strengthens integrity arrangements
by ensuring that section 37E of the Racing Act 1958 is
amended to enable Racing Analytical Services Ltd to
be a body to which information can be disclosed in
terms of the integrity arrangements of the industry.
It is a good bill, and there is no doubt it is widely
supported in the harness racing community. The people
in that community are waiting for this bill to come
through and want it to be enacted as quickly as
possible. We will be debating, of course,
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment in terms of the
composition of the council.
As a general comment, one thing that has not been
given much air is that the government has a strong
commitment to animal welfare. One of the problems, of
course, in this industry is what happens to the animals,
whether they be horses or greyhounds, when they have
finished their racing lives. In terms of horseracing, we
are committed — as we are with greyhound racing —
to doing all we can to provide a great life for horses
after they finish their working life, so to speak.
One of the projects we have funded this year is Harness
Education & Rehoming Opportunities for horses, to
which we provided $150 000. It involves greater
coordination, promotion and marketing of rehoming for
ex-trotters and ex-pacers — practical assistance to help
with getting these horses new lives and providing
enjoyment for people after the animals have finished
racing. It is a good initiative. I think the whole issue of
animal welfare is one that is broader than perhaps has
been debated. This is just one initiative that I think is
well worth pursuing.
I look forward to the debate on the amendment, but the
government will not be supporting it, and I will outline
the reasons why when we get to that point.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1

In brief, as people have said, the bill improves the
governance arrangements of Harness Racing Victoria.
It establishes the Harness Racing Advisory Council, a
technical expertise council to advise Harness Racing
Victoria. It provides the minister with the capacity to
appoint an administrator if needed — if their opinion is
that the board has failed to competently manage the
industry or that doing so is otherwise in the public

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have a question with respect to recommendation 2 of
Mr Monteith’s report, which is:
That an appointments panel … be established to assist the
minister to identify appropriate candidates for appointment to
the board.
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Has this appointments panel been established, or is it to
be established following the imminent passage of this
bill?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the member for the question, which is
an important one. I am advised that the appointments
panel has not been established yet; it will be established
as soon as this bill is passed through the chambers and
has received royal assent.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
not sure if the minister could advise how the
appointments panel will be established. That is not
outlined in the recommendations, and if the minister
had any information on that, I would be interested to
hear it.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I am advised that there has been some
thought about appropriate people, but the minister will
be appointing those by letter. That will not require
legislative change; they will be straight ministerial
appointments.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Does
the minister know how many people will be on the
panel?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I got that one right: there will be three
members on that panel.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Recommendation 9 of the report asks:
That the government consider the removal of integrity as a
function of HRV and the establishment of a separate integrity
body for Victorian harness racing.

I notice also that the racing integrity commissioner has
spoken about this as well and conducted a survey
earlier this year and that a significant number of people
responding to that also said that there should be a
separate organisation for the integrity functions in
racing. Could the minister update me as to where the
government is on that particular issue?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I am delighted to update the house on that
point. The government has engaged well-respected
racing administrator Paul Bittar to provide
recommendations on the structure of integrity for all
three racing codes. Mr Bittar will consult with the
industry in Victoria and other jurisdictions to look at
what they are doing to determine a structure that will
improve integrity outcomes in Victoria. That is what we
all want. He will report by March 2016, and all options
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are on the table, including the recommendations made
by Mr Monteith in his report.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 7 agreed to.
Clause 8
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Ms Pennicuik has circulated amendments to clause 8,
and I ask her to formally move her amendments 1 and
2, which relate to the composition of the Harness
Racing Advisory Council.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 8, page 8, line 16, omit “industry.” and insert
“industry;”.

2.

Clause 8, page 8, after line 16 insert —
“(d) one person who has expertise in animal welfare.”.

Amendment 1 is a consequential amendment to the
main amendment, which is amendment 2, which seeks
to insert a new line in clause 8 regarding the
appointment of people to the advisory council. The bill
provides for the appointment of two members of the
board, nominees of organisations or people who are
representatives of Victorian harness racing and people
who have experience or interest in harness racing, and
my amendments add another person — that is, ‘one
person who has expertise in animal welfare’.
I am aware that the report by Mr Monteith does not
make recommendations about animal welfare, but the
terms of reference did not instruct Mr Monteith to look
into that issue. The report is about governance
arrangements, integrity arrangements, the composition
of the board, administrative arrangements, strategic
planning, debt and debt recovery, plans to manage debt
better, managing conflicts of interest et cetera. They are
the sorts of things covered in the report, many of which
I covered in my speech during the second-reading
debate.
However, in the body of the report Mr Monteith
includes comments made by people who were
consulted and who said that there needs to be more
focus on animal welfare issues. In particular, page 11 of
the report says that Harness Racing Victoria’s
consideration of horse welfare and the rehoming of
retired horses is a long way behind best practice.
Animal welfare issues are currently being raised with
regard to thoroughbred racing, the amount of horse
wastage and the lack of rehoming, and even though
Greyhound Racing Victoria has a rehoming program it
still requires a lot of improvement.
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It would be a good initiative — it would be good for the
other racing codes as well — for the advisory council to
include people with animal welfare expertise and not
have an advisory council that is made up only of people
who are interested in promoting the industry. It would
be good to include people who are interested in
promoting the welfare of horses while they are
competing in the industry and after they leave the
industry.
That is why I am moving these amendments. The
inclusion of such a person in the advisory council will
provide a preventive approach and a welcome focus on
animal welfare issues. I know it is possible for the
board to consult with the RSPCA and other welfare
bodies, but it is not quite the same as having someone
with expertise on the advisory council. It is something
that has been lacking in racing and something we can
fix with these amendments.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the member, and I acknowledge the
genuineness of her concern for animal welfare.
Everyone in this house who has anything to do with any
of the racing codes — Mr Ondarchie talked earlier
about his love of the various codes — knows that you
have to love these animals and look after them in the
best way you can. They are fabulous creatures. You
really do love them, and everyone in this chamber who
is involved wants to maximise welfare while animals
are running, before they are running and after their
racing life is over.
However, the government will not be supporting the
amendments for a number of reasons. Firstly, the
council is like an addendum to the board. It provides
technical expertise in areas where the board needs
specific experience and technical knowledge. It could
be that animal welfare is part of the set of expertise, but
it is a small component of the council’s work. That is
the truth of it. Having said that, I would not say that the
government would not appoint someone with expertise
in animal welfare. We have done that in greyhound
racing even though it was not a part of it. It can be a
useful complementary skill, but we do not see it as
appropriate for a stand-alone position on the council.
The welfare of animals, as has been stated, is regulated
under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
The act and regulations set out a range of offences,
including cruelty, aggravated cruelty, prohibited
procedures and other serious offences, and they have
significant penalties attached to them where a person is
found guilty of an offence. It is an important piece of
legislation, and it is about enforcement. There are
serious penalties for cruelty. The Australian harness
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racing rules also include a number of rules that relate to
animal welfare, and persons who fail to comply with
the provisions are guilty of an offence.
Lastly, regarding the more contemporary part of this
issue, Harness Racing Australia has only recently
established the standard breeds welfare advisory group.
The group is a national body that includes two previous
Victorian chief vets and representatives from each of
the Australian jurisdictions as part of its membership. It
is intended that this group will play a strong and key
role in developing further rules, procedures and
guidelines for the harness racing industry in Australia
and provide directions to each principal racing
authority, including Harness Racing Victoria, about the
very issues that the amendments address. There are a
range of measures in place.
The government does not support the amendments
because they are too narrow and there are a whole
range of issues. However, expertise in animal welfare
may be one of the criteria for appointing people to the
council.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
When the minister started he was almost making the
case for why the amendments should be supported in
that the board needs to concern itself with the technical
aspects of administering harness racing, and one of
those is animal welfare. He then went on to say it is a
small component, and that is why I am moving the
amendments. There needs to be a cultural change in the
racing industry so that animal welfare becomes more
front and centre than it has been, which is why we have
ongoing problems.
I heard the minister say there is nothing in the changes
to the act that will preclude a person with expertise in
animal welfare being appointed to the advisory council,
but this would be preventive. The minister went on to
talk about the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act
1986. Of course I understand that act very well — I
know my way around that act — but it is about
prosecution after the event. The measure I am trying to
introduce into the bill and into the act is a preventive
measure. It would also signal to the community that the
racing industry is including people with animal welfare
expertise and that it is going to concentrate more on
animal welfare.
As the second-reading speech outlines, the way the
Harness Racing Advisory Council is constituted and
laid out at the moment — under proposed
section 44B — is very insular. It is about people with
racing experience rather than other experience. I do not
accept all of the minister’s reasons for not accepting the
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amendment, and I still commend the amendment to the
committee.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 5
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

Noes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms

Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Amendments negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 9 to 12 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(CONSUMER PROTECTION) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 September; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to have the opportunity to rise to speak in
relation to the Energy Legislation Amendment
(Consumer Protection) Bill 2015. This bill very much
falls into the basket of a consumer protection bill. This
bill will hopefully add a range of consumer protection
regulations that will enable us to arrest a trend that has
seen an ever-increasing number of Victorians having
energy, and particularly electricity, disconnected from
their residences.
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I think we all agree that everything that can be done
should be done by energy retailers when it comes to
outstanding consumer accounts, whether that be the
implementing of hardship provisions or giving the
opportunity to people who do not understand why their
energy costs can sometimes spiral out of control to
discover the causes. I think all MPs at some stage in
their careers will have constituents come into their
offices who are unable to deal with an energy provider
or to source the reason their energy costs have spiralled
out of control. It could be caused by a leaking gas pipe,
which could see gas consumption go through the roof;
or it could be a faulty electrical appliance that causes
electricity bills to increase.
I recently had a hot-water service go through the
roof — it went through the roof on the way down and
ended up in the laundry! It had been using electricity at
a ridiculous rate, because unbeknownst to us it was
stuck up in the ceiling, rotting away and operating at
full power 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. We are
hoping that the next electricity account might be a little
more gentle. These are the issues that strike everyday
mums and dads — everyday families. Most of us will at
some stage or other experience a huge spike in our
accounts. The same thing happens in relation to water
usage — although that has nothing to do with energy.
Utility costs at times go through the proverbial roof.
The three acts to be amended with the passage of the
bill are the Essential Services Commission Act 2001,
the Electricity Industry Act 2000 and the Gas Industry
Act 2001. Over the last financial year in the vicinity of
58 000 residences have had either their electricity or
their gas disconnected for one reason or another. Also
around 34 000 subscribers have shut down their
accounts. I imagine that included in that number are
people moving house, selling their house and so forth.
In these cases closing your energy or gas account is a
normal part of everyday life.
The legislation also abolishes exit fees. Unless you are
on a contract for a fixed price and a fixed term that
needs to be honoured by consumers, the government
will abolish the charging of an exit fee. This has the
express aim of giving customers the ability to find the
best deal available out of all of the energy retailers. The
exit fee will not be charged unless it is a fixed-price and
fixed-term contract.
The bill will have an enforceable undertaking for
energy licensees which will be enforced by the
Essential Services Commission. It will create increased
reporting obligations on the energy sector, but that is
what the bill stipulates as being necessary. If it means
more red tape to give our consumers the protection they
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need, so be it. We wish there were other ways to afford
protection, but we need the right balance to be struck.

subsidising the middle class, and we need to be clear
about this if that is the end result.

The bill’s changes are mirrored across the different
energy sectors in the Electricity Industry Act 2000 and
the Gas Industry Act 2001, so the changes will apply
equally to gas and to electricity. It is worth noting that
Victoria has been blessed with an abundance of energy
through the decades, which has enabled us to lead a
privileged life in relation to all of the energy options
and energy-saving appliances with which we adorn
ourselves in our everyday lives. We have been able to
avail ourselves of cheap energy with which to cook, to
cool ourselves and to heat our homes. We have an
endless array of electrical appliances that we have been
able to provide power for, and we have been able to
light our homes and also our gardens.

In relation to disconnections, it is worth putting on the
record the statement by Russell Northe, the member for
Morwell in the Legislative Assembly, who was the
previous Minister for Energy and Resources. He was
very clear that disconnection of supply relating to those
people having trouble paying their accounts should be
the absolute last resort. Mr Northe went on to say that
there are thousands of reasons why people may find
themselves in financial difficulty. It could be a faulty
appliance, gas leaks or a whole range of reasons why
Victorians find themselves in financial difficulty when
it comes to paying for their energy.

Furthermore, for those people lucky enough to have a
pool, I imagine that some have been able to heat them
in winter, keep the filters going and clean the pool as
well. For those people who have a back shed, the
appliances stored in it require power. Even the
lawnmower requires a form of energy. People on farms
have been able to provide power for their farm
machinery with relatively cheap energy costs. In the
commercial and industrial property areas, access to
cheap energy has enabled us to be competitive with all
of our overseas competitors through the decades, giving
Australia and Victoria an enormous kick-start. We need
to understand the role it has played in enabling us to be
one of the leading countries in the developed world.
We have been able to take advantage of our coal
reserves as well as our Bass Strait gas reserves. These
natural fuels have given us a financial advantage. Many
businesses have remained competitive purely because
their energy costs have been relatively low compared
with overseas competitors. Over the years we have seen
an ever-increasing percentage of renewable energy
coming onto the market, and one would expect that
trend to continue. Along those lines, the bill contains a
provision to ensure that those producing renewable
energy are paid at a rate comparable to those producing
non-renewable energy. Therefore on my understanding
of the bill — and it is not as clear as I would like it — it
will put more money in the pockets of those who are
producing renewable energy. Again, this causes
concern because the middle and upper classes of
Victoria who are able to afford solar panels on their
roofs or to be part of a co-op in wind energy will be
paid for the excess power they produce, while those
within our society who simply do not have the money
to do these things and who are battling simply to pay
the monthly power bill receive nothing. If this provision
makes energy more expensive, the poor will be

However, in terms of what is fair and reasonable and
how much grace the energy retailers should give their
consumers in relation to their inability to pay, the fine
has been doubled from around $250 per day for
wrongful disconnection to a fine of $500 per day in the
case of a Victorian residence. Should it be proven that it
was a wilful and more serious breach of the law, the
fines now range up to $100 000, which certainly puts
the energy companies on notice. However, at the same
time we need to urge the minister to establish a
reasonable framework within which these penalties for
disconnection can operate and within which customers
and companies in the energy market can interact.
It is critical that the minister continue to liaise with the
energy sector. We want serious competition within the
energy market, and the best way to get it is to bring
additional companies on board. We want to drive down
the price of Victorian energy. We want real
competition. We want to see as many of our families as
possible being able to pick and choose which of the
energy companies are offering them the best deal.
We all know now that we have an option. You can go
to the energy planning website and enter your own
energy consumption pattern and it will give you the
preferred provider so you can access the best deal. The
website covers issues such as your ability to pay on
time, and many companies will offer discounts for
prompt payment. Many have lower prices and special
offers for off-peak usage. If you cannot avoid using
peak electricity, the costs are different. All the energy
companies have a wide range of commodities on offer
with different pricing structures.
This is a very complex industry, and we need to ensure
that Victoria is seen as a welcoming state for energy
retailers. If we want to have a large range of retailers
offering their services and products, and creating
genuine competition and low prices, we need to make
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sure that we do not slug them. Unfortunately that is the
impression we have received from some of the energy
companies. They are starting to make noises that
Victoria is not a welcoming state, that it is not the best
place to come and set up a business and that it is
becoming too regulation driven, which makes it
difficult for companies to have a proper dialogue with
the government.
I understand there is a balance here. It is not just one
side or the other. We need to understand — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr DRUM — That could very well be, Mr Barber,
but maybe you are not listening. What I am saying is
that there is a real balance here. If we are going to look
after Victorian households, be able to offer them the
products they need and drive prices down, then we are
going to need a business environment for these
electricity retailers that will make them want to set up
and do business in this state. That is critically important
for the future of Victorian households.
If we can ensure that everyday Victorians are protected
by regulation, with severe penalties for breaches of
contracts, whilst at the same time giving energy
retailers the comfort they need so that they are prepared
to come here and set up, create competition and lower
prices, we will achieve the balance we are all looking
for in the energy sector. At the moment it seems to be a
bit the other way, and companies will simply go and set
up in other states. They will work out that Victoria is
too regulation driven and that the regime is too
cumbersome, and we will end up harming the Victorian
families we are trying to help.
This bill is predominantly based on consumer
protection. It is a worthwhile piece of legislation
because we need to put safeguards and provisions in
place. There are a range of initiatives in the legislation,
and once it is passed we will be able to gauge where the
sector is at. Most importantly, we need to strike a
balance to ensure that we continue to make Victoria a
place that companies feel it is good to come to and set
up. The savings generated will flow on to consumers.
In relation to the area of consumer protection we do not
oppose this bill. We think it has much to offer and is
likely to bring benefits to Victorian families. This
legislation will put pressure on energy retailers to
ensure that they treat disconnection as a last resort, as
opposed to using it as a big stick to threaten everyday
Victorian households. If the bill has that effect, we will
support it. However, we need the other part of the
balancing act to be played out as well.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — As
Mr Drum has ably explained, this bill contains a couple
of minor tweaks in the area of consumer protection, but
I really have to ask myself: is this seriously all there is
from a government that had four years in opposition to
think about it and the best part of 12 months to do
something about it? The ‘it’ I am referring to is the
massive changes that are going on in the energy market;
never mind the increasingly pressing concern around
climate change.
Frankly our energy and climate change ministers in
Victoria are a couple of snoozers if this is the best they
can come up with. In the meantime we have a Premier
who is out there doing photo ops. The rest of the time
he is dealing with the internal politics of his own party.
No wonder these people have not been able to get their
arms around the problems of the energy market.
There is no doubt that things are changing rapidly, and
Mr Drum has also referred to the surging increase in
disconnections that is going on in Victoria. In fact we
knew all about this a year ago. I was at the exact same
launch event where the energy and water ombudsman
laid it out for us in graphic detail, and the minister
herself — then in opposition and now the Minister for
Energy and Resources — actually attended.
The Age of 16 October last year reported:
Complaints about gas and electricity disconnections have
soared in Victoria as energy retailers take a harder line against
households struggling to pay their bills.
The energy and water ombudsman’s annual report reveals
concerns about essential services being cut off have overtaken
gripes about high bills for the first time, to top the list of
complaints.

We are now up in the tens of thousands of
disconnections, and this bill deals only with those that
are found to be wrongful disconnections and increases
the penalty — the compensation, if you like — that the
power company will have to pay back in order to settle
the matter.
Just have a look at the Essential Services Commission
(ESC) report on this matter that came out on
1 September this year, which says:
We should not be surprised, therefore, that retailers are still
confused after 10 years —

that is, 10 years since privatisation —
about their obligations and the regulator’s expectations of
them. Similarly, it is not surprising that customer
representatives continue to allege retailers’ treatment of
customers is often inconsistent, inadequate and unfair.
Further, our findings shed light on why policymakers remain
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uncertain about whether retailers pursue disconnections only
as measure of last resort. Inadequately functioning regulation
results in disappointing outcomes while still imposing costs
on regulated entities and, ultimately, on all customers.

That was a month ago, and I would be mighty surprised
if this bill has appeared in a month and a few days since
reading that. In fact this bill in no way faces up to the
challenge that both the energy and water ombudsman
Victoria and the ESC have been talking about. We can
only hope that the government has something else up
its sleeve on disconnections, but let us just remember
the ESC’s description of the way these policies work
now: ‘inconsistent, inadequate and unfair’. Hopefully
this government wants to be able to correct that
sometime before the next election.
Another measure in the bill — it will be no surprise that
the Greens are in support of this one — attempts to
prevent retail power companies from penalising those
who have solar panels on their roof. Back during the
last state election we became aware in my office that
one company had published a tariff proposing to hit
those with solar panels on their roof with higher
charges — effectively, if you like, a tax on the sun —
and amazingly the then Minister for Energy and
Resources, The Nationals member for Morwell in the
other place, came out and backed it and got into quite a
stoush with me and various other solar customers on
Twitter. It was quite an amazing thing for a minister to
do, really — to leap to the defence of these big power
companies. Here we see today that the government has
decided to at least legislate against that particular
practice, and The Nationals are now meekly coming
along, finally joining the party and supporting what the
Greens were calling for back then.
That is the absolute least of it in terms of what this
government needs to do if it is going to fix this broken
market that has been left for the most part intact since
Jeff Kennett dreamt it up, and a series of governments
that have come along ever since then — including both
Labor and Liberal, and now again Labor — have left
this architecture fundamentally in place. Is this
seriously all there is from the government in the face of
a major crisis with climate change? We are not heading
for a climate crisis, we are in a climate crisis.
Members might want to walk outside the door and get a
weather report if they really need to understand it any
better. Emergency management commissioner Craig
Lapsley said today that we have not experienced these
types of temperatures or wind speeds in the first week
of October in the history of Victoria. All the predictions
of a longer and more severe fire season are here right
now. As we speak in here, fiddling around with this and
tweaking around with the regulation-making power in
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the legislation, there are hundreds of home owners out
there at risk and waiting for a change in the wind to
know whether they are out of danger or thrown very
rapidly into it.
In fact we have been reading comments from the
Country Fire Authority over a number of years that it
has concluded on the best available advice that the
effects of global warming are already impacting the fire
weather environment that it faces in its daily
environment. Of course, Deputy President, you and I
would be well familiar with these challenges as we just
spent a night, the night before last, at the United
Firefighters Union annual ball, which was an amazing
event and the first one I had ever been to. No doubt the
Deputy President has been there many times. I did see
one lone Liberal, the federal member for McMillan,
Russell Broadbent, who had come up from central
Gippsland. He and other MPs were given special
mention for the work they have done in protecting those
firefighters at a commonwealth level from the effects of
their daily exposure to smoke and other chemicals at
work. We are confident that here in Victoria we will get
that same legislation very soon, otherwise we will very
soon be the last state in Australia that is not protecting
its firefighters with presumptive legislation.
We have seen the impact of global warming, with
increasing ferocity, as each season has gone by, and
now unfortunately here we are in the first week of
October and we are seeing it again. In only a month’s
time various world leaders — and who knows, maybe
some state and federal environment ministers — will be
off to Paris. There they will talk about how to limit the
world’s global warming to less than 2 degrees. The
extreme fire weather that we are experiencing right here
and now, today, is as a result of global warming of less
than 1 degree. It does not bear thinking about what sort
of world we will be in if we heat it up by 2 degrees or,
worse, go on to burn more fossil fuels and heat it up
even more.
To achieve the 2-degree target alone would require us
to leave 90 per cent of all fossil fuels in the ground.
Forget about it if you think you are going to be mining
coal and drilling for gas in Victoria for years and years
to come. That puts a huge burden on us to scale up our
renewable energy very quickly. That is not happening
here in Victoria. It is not happening as a result of this
government. It has brought in a little bit of legislation
here to stop retailers from introducing a tax on the sun,
but at the same time it has cut the payment that was
made for exporting electrons from those who have solar
panels on their roofs from 6.2 cents down to 5 cents, an
effective 20 per cent cut or, if you like, about $12 a
tonne for the green electricity that would have been fed
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into the grid and thereby pushed out other generators
that are more polluting.
We saw it on grand final day quite spectacularly. I am a
rugby fan, so while others were glued to their screens I
was checking, as is my wont, the numbers coming out
of the Australian Energy Market Operator and the
electricity grid. What did I find there? On grand final
day, which was a fairly low demand day for power
usage, it was somewhere down between 3000 and
4000 megawatts. Being a sunny and blowy kind of day
we saw a huge amount of our electricity being provided
by renewables. Just below 30 per cent was being met
by wind, sun and solar around the middle of the day. In
fact the power stations, which were probably operating
at about 80 per cent capacity, were selling their excess
electrons into other states and even down into
Tasmania.
That just goes to show what can be achieved with even
some modest measures — measures that have been
voted through this Parliament quite often by Labor,
Liberal and even Greens members; measures to reduce
our energy demands through energy efficiency
programs; and measures to encourage solar — and yet
we have a long way to go. We brushed that number just
briefly on one day, but we need to massively ramp up
our renewable energy target.
Is that what this government plans to do? No, it does
not. We heard an announcement from the Premier,
including a photo opportunity involving a windmill,
that the government is going to get its state renewable
energy component up to at least 20 per cent.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — No. I am sorry, but Mr Ramsay is
wrong. The bill is about, amongst other things, banning
the tax on the sun that retailers wanted to introduce and
that the energy minister from Mr Ramsay’s government
12 months ago was fully willing to back. It is about
giving consumers two tiny toothpicks of a weapon to
fight against the massive power companies. That
includes not just retailers but are also increasingly the
owners of generators. They are gentailers. They are
remonopolising a market that former Premier Jeff
Kennett tried to break up. How do you compete in
either the retail or generation space when you are up
against this 800 pound gorilla that involves great
chunks of both?
So much for the level playing field that some on the
opposition benches have called for. They say that we
could not have one group of consumers with solar
panels being subsidised by those others. In fact it is
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those who have solar panels on their roofs who are the
generators. They represent David up against the Goliath
of a bunch of coal-fired power stations that were built
with public money and are now owned and run down
by privateers, some of whom have said that there is no
rational strategy for exit and have asked whether the
regulators can come up with a rational strategy by
which a certain amount of coal-fired power can exit the
market as renewables come in. I do not know whether
they fall into the same category that Mr Drum was
talking about. He was talking about those who want a
balance of regulations. Coal-fired power operators are
begging the regulators to come in and bring some
rationale back into the market.
The Andrews government’s non-commitment on
renewables has been exposed through an article by
Tristan Edis in Business Spectator headed ‘The
Andrews government’s renewable energy target
trickery’. It is an absolute doozy. I reckon even
Mr Ramsay is going to get a chuckle out of this, though
he has somewhat of a love-hate relationship with
renewables. But he will like this. The article states:
Another Labor state government’s renewable energy target
has been revealed as a token joke. This time it’s Victoria.

Tristan Edis refers to the South Australian 50 per cent
target that was going to be achieved by doing nothing.
Then there is the similar approach taken by
Queensland — that is, to set a very ambitious target but
then just ride on the coat-tails of the federal
government. According to the article the Victorian
government has produced figures that show in 2014 the
amount of renewable energy from Victorian projects
was about 12 per cent — more precisely 11.7 if you
quote Ric Brazzale from Green Energy Markets, who
produced this critique. That would suggest to an
average ordinary layperson, who is not as excited about
electricity as I am, that there would need to be some
significant additional effort to get from 12 per cent to
20 per cent.
First of all we find out that the Snowy Hydro Murray
generator, which had an off year in 2014, is likely to
turn around and deliver an extra 900 gigawatt hours
next year. That increase is just off the bat of the
renewable share by about 2 per cent. Tristan Edis also
said:
Also, rather conveniently, several wind farms were already
committed to construction prior to the Victorian
government’s target announcement, that over the next few
years will boost the share of renewable energy above levels in
2014. Bald Hills, Chepstowe, Coonooer Bridge and Ararat
will add 372 MW —
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an estimated 1218 gigawatt hours, and that will boost
renewables share by another 2.3 per cent. That was for
wind farms that were already committed to and in many
cases under construction. The article continues:
Then under the radar there is also the fact that the rooftop
solar industry is busily churning away installing panels on
home and business rooftops —

even as this government cuts the incentive to do so.
Against all odds they are still going to put in another
206 megawatts of solar per annum. That adds another
4.2 per cent to the target.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr BARBER — No, wait there is more. Mr Drum
has to understand that we have now taken into account
the fact that the Anglesea power station closed in the
same month that Dan Andrews made this
announcement. That has shaved another 1200 gigawatt
hours off the fossil fuel share of the market, and —
voila! — the government has pretty much hit its 20 per
cent target without lifting a finger. You have to give it
credit at least for productivity in that sense. But it really
shows that the 20 per cent target was not meaningful.
Despite that, we are getting a rather longwinded
discussion process from the government about a
renewable energy target. In the same vein, and certainly
interlocking with the measures in this bill and the
measures that I have just been describing, we are also
getting in a review of the Climate Change Act 2010.
There have been over 200 submissions to that review,
and if I could summarise them, basically they say, ‘Get
on with it. Show some leadership’. There is an
exception. There is a group of self-interested industry
players that just want to live in the same world that they
have always lived in, and what they are saying is that
Victoria should do nothing and that it is not the role of a
state government to do something.
Somewhere between getting on and doing what it needs
to do and doing absolutely nothing, one can only hope
that this government will at some point land. In the
meantime we have got this rather tokenistic bill that in
no way allows renewables a level playing field. It
simply targets one particular tactic that the power
companies, all of them deeply invested in fossil fuels,
have used to punish people who have solar power. The
government itself has given us a few whacks around the
head, to the tune of about $12 a megawatt hour,
effectively bringing us back to the point where there is
no reward for producing clean electricity rather than
carbon-polluting electricity.
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The power from solar panels that are being put on roofs
now is so cheap that it is probably generating electricity
at around 13 cents a kilowatt hour. It actually costs
13 cents a kilowatt hour to deliver the electricity to your
house from the Latrobe Valley. These solar customers
are making electricity cheaper than it costs to deliver
coal-fired electricity, never mind the 3 cents or so for
the actual generation of the electricity itself. That says
that it is game over for coal-fired electricity.
I just saw an announcement as I walked in here that
ANZ — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — I heard something. Maybe we will
hear more of it; some sort of alternative analysis will
perhaps come from Mr Ramsay rather than just the
usual ranting against people and things that he does not
like and his usual tilting at windmills.
As I was coming in here I saw that the ANZ bank has
established a new policy: it will not invest in fossil fuels
under the current level of pollution that is occurring. In
fact it will be putting aside considerable funds for
investment in renewables. It will do this in order to
assist with what it calls a ‘gradual and orderly
transition’ from fossil fuels to clean energy. Let us hope
it is a lot faster than the pace offered by the Andrews
Labor government. Let us hope that the ANZ bank now
has a stronger environmental and social conscience than
the Andrews government does. Let us hope that
technology, social change and changing consumer
demands hasten this transition even more.
In this piece of legislation from the government we are
not seeing any leadership. We are certainly not seeing
any vision. We are not seeing any awareness of the
scale of the problem that it needs to get its arms around.
We will support the bill, but we will be the ones in this
Parliament continuing to advocate for dramatically
faster and more serious action than has been put
forward here today.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to a bill that is very close to the hearts, minds and
wallets of all Victorians — the Energy Legislation
Amendment (Consumer Protection) Bill 2015. Energy
consumption is fundamental to our modern existence.
Imagine a world without heating, air conditioning, hot
water services or cookers; the list of things we consider
everyday essential household appliances is endless. But
energy is a luxury many Victorians are now struggling
to afford.
In the days before deregulation and privatisation of
energy companies the Gas and Fuel Corporation of
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Victoria and the State Electricity Commission of
Victoria had a code of conduct and a charter under
which they would provide emergency relief to families
who fell behind in their payments. To open up the
market to competition is a fine thing, and would in the
normal course of events drive prices down, but this has
not occurred in Victoria. In the rush to offer more and
bigger discounts to consumers, energy companies have
managed to muddy the waters. People are now
somewhat confused as to which company to stick with
and which company will help them if they find
themselves faced with unexpected hardship.
Unfortunately, under the previous government far too
many Victorians were disconnected from this critically
important service and left to fend for themselves. Some
Victorian families are still financially distressed and
suffering. It is timely that this bill addresses the issue of
disconnections. An alarming number of electricity and
gas disconnections occurred between 2012 and 2014,
and wrongful disconnections doubled. This sorry state
of affairs cannot be allowed to continue unchecked.
Victorians deserve to be protected from heartless
profiteers and ruthless operators. That is why the
Andrews Labor government is introducing this bill —
to ensure that the Victorian energy retail market
produces constructive solutions for consumers.
The bill contains punitive measures to protect the
interests of consumers. It amends the Electricity
Industry Act 2000, the Gas Industry Act 2001 and the
Essential Services Commission Act 2001 to strengthen
the ability of the energy sector regulator and the
Essential Services Commission to enforce compliance
with energy sector consumer protections. The bill
amends the Essential Services Commission Act to
provide the Essential Services Commission with
additional enforcement powers. Penalties of up to
$20 000 may be applied in the case of wrongful
disconnection, or the energy provider may be fined up
to $500 per day.
The bill seeks to protect consumers from arbitrary
wrongful disconnections. It allows consumers to
change providers without being penalised and provides
flexibility to consumers in their choice of provider. I
commend the good bill to the house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I appreciate
the opportunity to make a short contribution to the
debate on the Energy Legislation Amendment
(Consumer Protection) Bill 2015. I want to make some
comments in relation to the bill and to reply to some of
the comments Mr Barber made during his contribution
in respect of what my position might be in relation to
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energy resources, the renewable energy sector and other
things which I am very happy to respond to.
In essence this is a fairly simple bill. As has been
mentioned by my colleagues on this side of the
chamber, we will not be opposing the bill. Despite what
Mr Barber said, the detail of this bill is more in
sympathy with providing ongoing consumer protection.
On that basis, we support the bill.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Do not worry, Mr Barber. I will
have the opportunity to respond shortly. If you wish, I
will invite some interjection, and depending on how
lenient the Chair is at the time, I am more than happy to
have a debate across the chamber if allowed to.
As we know, since 2010 electricity demand has been
decreasing while the generators have been spending
many billions of dollars investing in network
infrastructure. In fact it was suggested that over 51 per
cent of the average household’s electricity bill is made
up of network costs. There has been significant
investment in coal-fired electricity generation and
network infrastructure but at the same time we have
seen a reduction in the demand for electricity. I
congratulate the consumer because successive
governments have spent a lot of time communicating to
consumers about ways they can reduce their household
electricity costs. That campaign has been very
successful. I think we are all now much more mindful
of the need to better utilise energy and to reduce its use
during peak times where we can.
We are rewarded for it thanks to the smart meter
process which identifies different times of day and even
different times of the hour when our electricity usage
peaks at the same time that the cost peaks. Through the
internet we can follow the use of household energy and
where costs are connected to our usage, and obviously
consumers are being encouraged to match peak demand
in their houses to the off-peak costs of energy supply.
The Labor government, in its own style, botched the
smart meter program. In fact when I first became a
member of Parliament and took over from a respected
former member for Western Victoria Region, John
Vogels, I found that he had left on my desk many cases
of constituents’ complaints about the transition from the
old meter boxes to the smart meters. The Labor
government of the day had not only provided a business
case with significant problems but had also botched the
way the transition process was delivered. It left
consumers angry, disillusioned and confused about
their rights in relation to the installation of smart meters
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on their properties and the delivery outcomes from the
introduction of the smart meters.
The way the program was rolled out was disappointing,
and typically it took a coalition government to take over
the program, put improvements in place and provide
some consumer confidence that the introduction of
smart meters would provide benefits to consumers by
giving them information about their usage, their peak
times and the costs associated with the peak use times.
Despite what Mr Barber said, I have actually been very
supportive of the renewable energy industry.
Throughout my time in this place I have certainly
encouraged the use of solar power, and I continue to
encourage it as a member of Parliament and as a
community representative. As far as wind farms go,
Mr Barber would know that my farm has many
windmills, as he calls them. They are not wind turbines;
they are windmills. Their fan provides a pump action to
bring water from aquifers or groundwater to the surface
and pushes it through a reticulation process for stock
use. I notice Mr Barber likes to confuse the community
when talking about windmills and wind farms when in
fact there is a significant difference between a windmill,
which pumps water underground and provides, as I
said, reticulation of water for stock use and other
purposes, such as irrigation, and a wind turbine, which
produces electricity through a generator and delivers it
to a power substation from where it then flows out into
the networks.
The size and scale of the new wind turbines are such
that they impose on the livability and amenity of many
rural landscapes. That is the concern I raised when I
first came to this place — the fact that there seemed to
be little consultation between owners of wind farms and
property owners in relation to the planning permit
process for wind farms.
Having said all that, I support the use of wind energy in
appropriate places, just as I support solar energy. Wind
and solar remain a small part of the electricity
market — less than 20 per cent; 85 per cent of our
energy is still generated by coal. As Mr Drum said, the
very important competitive edge Victoria has always
had is the abundance of coal we have for our electricity
market, and that has certainly put us in a good place in
Victoria to be competitive in a whole range of
industries, both domestic and export. However, over a
period of time there should be a transition across to
renewables that is not at a cost to the consumer or a cost
to the market itself but a transition where the greater
use of both wind and solar complements the coal-fired
electricity market. But now I am digressing from the
bill itself, as no doubt Mr Barber wanted me to.
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I would like to make a few brief points in relation to the
market. Amongst other things, the bill allows the
Essential Services Commission (ESC) to seek Supreme
Court orders if the licensee does not pay a penalty. That
is under new section 54S of the bill. The ESC will also
have the authority to amend licence conditions if there
has been a breach. The bill seeks to increase the
compensation scheme, which has been mentioned, from
$250 to $500 in cases where there is a wrongful
disconnection of services without good cause or due
notice or if there has been a serious breach of the
energy retail code. This is about consumer protection. It
is good to see more powers being given to the Essential
Services Commission to protect consumers.
While the demand for electricity has decreased, the
price of electricity has significantly increased. Those in
country areas are facing significant increases in both
water and gas charges. Those increases have been
nearly threefold in the last two years, because the gas
price has increased significantly. Those in the country
do not have the same opportunities to obtain energy for
cooking heat and household heat as those who live in
the city. Thanks to the Greens the use of firewood is
now restricted. It is only to be used as a burning heat.
The Greens have made the collection of firewood
considerably harder. The renewables market is now an
established market, but the cost of the investment into
renewables is being subsidised by those who pay for
coal-fired energy.
When we talk about balance, I look forward to seeing
an equal costing in relation to the use of renewables as
against coal-fired energy. This is not about debating the
merits of coal-fired energy or renewable energy. It is
about providing consumer protection, providing more
powers to the Essential Services Commission and
making sure that appropriate penalties are imposed on
energy licensees if they do not adhere to the energy
retail code.
There are a couple of other items I wish to refer to in
relation to the aim of this bill. It gives more powers to
the Essential Services Commission Act 2001 to
strengthen the ability of the energy sector regulator to
enforce compliance, but there are also amendments to
the Electricity Industry Act 2000 and the Gas Industry
Act 2001. As I mentioned initially, the bill gives the
Essential Services Commission greater enforcement
powers. I talked about the increase in penalties, and I
also talked about allowing Supreme Court orders to be
sought by the ESC if the licensee does not pay a
penalty. In relation to wrongful disconnection, I have
talked about the increase in compensation from $250 to
$500 a day and the costs associated with other parts of
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the electricity market, including gas and some of the
renewables.
All in all we do not oppose the bill. It provides good
consumer protections in relation to those who are
wrongfully disconnected under the code. It provides
retailers with a warning that significant penalties will be
applied if they transgress the code. It provides greater
opportunity for the use of renewables in relation to the
solar market, and it encourages the wind energy market
to participate in the energy market. Hopefully we will
see a more fair and reasonable cross-subsidisation of
the current coal-fired energy market, which still
provides around 85 per cent of the electricity market to
consumers, whereas the renewable energy market ebbs
and flows at around 13 per cent. We on this side of the
chamber do not oppose this bill.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — The Energy
Legislation Amendment (Consumer Protection) Bill
2015 is yet another election commitment being
honoured by the Andrews Labor government. During
the last election campaign we said we would improve
consumer protection for the retail energy market, and
this bill deals with that. These protections have been
developed in response to surges in disconnections of
essential services in Victoria. The statistics are very
troubling, I have to say. We have the full figures for
2012–13 and 2013–14, where we see that electricity
disconnections rose by 36 per cent and gas
disconnections by 42 per cent. Wrongful disconnection
has more than doubled from about 400 up to 1000. The
energy and water ombudsman of Victoria saw an
increase of 21 per cent in affordability cases.
Households are faced with an increase of about $100
each on their gas and electricity bills.
Small business has been hit even harder with an
average increase of $370 for electricity and $490 for
gas. What is particularly concerning about these figures
is that they were recorded prior to, for example, the car
industry leaving Victoria, when tens of thousands more
Victorians will lose their jobs, decreasing the ability of
those families to pay surging bills. Despite all this
evidence that more people are struggling to meet
financial requirements, the Liberal federal government
is planning and has been insisting on an attack on
penalty rates. It should reek of common sense that if
people are having trouble now paying their bills, then
cutting wages will mean even more Victorians will
struggle to do so.
With these two rather formidable obstacles looming in
the near future and the previous government’s laissez
faire attitude in this area, Labor is introducing this bill
to put consumers first in the energy market. Too many
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Victorians have been losing their power. The previous
government did very little to stop it. It stood back and
watched Victorians have their power disconnected in
record numbers. Labor believes that gas and electricity
are essential services. The companies that supply these
services have an obligation to give Victorians every
chance to maintain supply, and this bill provides for
that in several ways.
As mentioned by previous speakers, this bill amends
three acts: the Electricity Industry Act 2000, the Gas
Industry Act 2001 and the Essential Services
Commission Act 2001. The bill amends these acts to
strengthen the ability of the Essential Services
Commission, the regulator, to enforce compliance with
consumer protections. Further to that, consumer
protections are strengthened. The Essential Services
Commission has been given five new enforcement
powers. First, there is the energy industry penalty,
which will see the commission able to impose a
$20 000 penalty if it believes an energy sector licensee
has breached its regulatory obligations. The licensee
may resolve the case with the commission without
admission of liability by paying the penalty. If the
licensee fails to pay, the commission may apply to the
Supreme Court for an order directing payment or
another order as the court considers appropriate.
There is then the wrongful disconnection penalty. The
commission will be able to require the payment of
$5000 for each breach of the energy retail code that
leads to a customer being wrongfully disconnected.
This penalty, too, can be paid without admission of
liability, or the commission can take it to the Supreme
Court. The commission will also be able to accept
voluntary undertakings from energy sector licensees to
remedy breaches of regulatory obligations. Once again
the commission will have the right to take the matter to
the Supreme Court if there is a failure to comply with
the undertaking.
The bill will also allow the commission to vary the
licence conditions of an energy sector licensee to
remedy a breach and prevent future breaches. The
licensee’s consent is not required to use this power. The
commission will also have the power to order
corrective advertising for regulatory breaches by way of
notices explaining that the commission has taken action
and why this action has been taken against the licensee.
On top of these new powers, the penalty for failure to
comply with a civil penalty notice has increased to
680 units, which is $100 000, up from 120 units, which
is $17 000. These new powers give the commission a
more flexible approach to respond to breaches and to
discourage future breaches.
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Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
Ms TIERNEY — Just prior to the dinner break I
was talking about the new powers of the commission
and how the civil penalty notices had been increased to
680 units, essentially meaning $100 000, up from what
was 120 units, or $17 000. These new powers give the
commission a more flexible approach to respond to
breaches and to discourage future breaches. If licensees
comply with the regulations, then there will not be a
greater compliance cost.
There are also greater consumer protections in the bill
for wrongful disconnection. Consumers experiencing a
wrongful disconnection have been entitled to a
compensation payment of $250 a day from the licensee
since 2004, and this has been mentioned by previous
speakers. But this amount has obviously not provided
an incentive for retailers to prevent these wrongful
disconnections, as evidenced by the skyrocketing
numbers of wrongful disconnections that I spoke about
at the beginning of my contribution. Wrongful
disconnections are a massive inconvenience. Obviously
food spoils, heating is unavailable and a family may not
even be able to cook. If one or several members of a
family are in precarious employment, whether they be
casuals, labour hire workers or on call, they need to
have their mobile phones charged at all times so that
they can hopefully take a call which lets them know
they will be engaged to work.
Wrongful disconnection is a separate issue from
hardship claims. It is when the licensee has jumped the
gun on a disconnection, and it is a serious breach of the
energy retail code. The code strictly regulates the
circumstances and the steps that must be taken prior to
disconnection. Despite the requirements of the code,
wrongful disconnections are at unacceptable levels in
this state. Therefore this bill doubles the penalty and
provides for a payment of $500 a day to consumers
who are wrongfully disconnected.
On top of these enforcement measures and penalties,
the bill amends the Essential Services Commission Act
2001 to require the commission to publish an annual
report on compliance and enforcement. Energy retailers
will be obliged to report to the commission along
guidelines issued by the commission. This report will
be updated quarterly and is an important transparency
improvement for consumers to make choices about
their energy providers.
This bill does not stop there in its quest for greater
transparency and consumer protection. It also amends
the Essential Services Commission Act 2001 to allow
systemic issues to be referred to the commission from
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the energy and water ombudsman Victoria, the dispute
resolution body for energy consumers. The commission
will then report to the minister on what action it takes
on the referral. A systemic issue is an issue that may not
be a breach of energy sector consumer protections but
which may adversely affect a number of customers.
These can be matters such as the duplication of
accounts, confusing pricing, confusing energy offers
and transferring accounts without the customer’s
consent. Whilst these are often resolved immediately
without further action, this reporting process allows for
ministerial oversight and is another level of protection
for consumers, which is an important thing that needs
to occur.
I know from direct experience that a hot topic and
common experience amongst many households is the
constant problem with energy retailers and the high
number of calls having to be made to make sense of
their billing and to get some accountability.
A further level of consumer protection in the bill is the
banning of exit fees on fixed-term contracts. When
most people get a contract for a fixed term they are
expecting a fixed price, but it seems that this is not
always the case. Most people think a fixed-term
contract is fixed both ways: time frame for the retailer
and price for the consumer. It is not an unreasonable
expectation. However, fixed-term contracts can allow
for price increases. This bill will rectify that situation
and allow consumers to more easily compare offers and
seek a better deal. Consumers will have more
confidence in dealing with the energy market. It will
also create greater competition in the retail market. It
should be noted that genuine fixed-term and fixed-price
contracts will not be affected by these amendments.
The bill also supports this government’s approach to
renewable energy. It amends the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 to ban discrimination against solar and other
small-scale renewable projects. Some retailers offer
higher fixed charges to solar users, thus providing a
barrier to entry. This bill will remove that barrier.
In conclusion, this bill contains an important set of
amendments. They are aimed at making sure that the
energy market serves consumers in the best way
possible. The amendments put consumers first; they
clearly outline the standards we expect in Victoria for
participants in essential services markets. They create
clear expectations, there are clear reporting
requirements and there is a strong compliance phase.
This bill supports renewable energy users. I would
definitely argue that this is a long step forward in terms
of protecting families. These amendments put Victorian
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consumers first. This is another Andrews Labor
government election commitment that we see is being
honoured. It has been supported by the wider
community, and I have the pleasure of commending
this bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
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role they play. There are many measures to achieve
these outcomes, and the bill we are debating today is
just one aspect of that. The bill is about enshrining in
legislation ratios in relation to nurse-to-patient and
midwife-to-patient care levels — in other words, the
number of nurses that are required for each patient in
various settings. In effect the bill is legislating for what
is already enshrined in an enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) that was agreed by the coalition in
2012. In fact these ratios have been enshrined in
legislation for close to 15 years, and the bill before us is
largely a transition of the EBA that was agreed to by
the coalition with the nurses back in 2012 into a
legislative framework.

Read third time.

SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO
PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT
RATIOS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 September; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased this evening to contribute to the debate
on the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife
to Patient Ratios) Bill 2015. Let me say from the outset
that safe patient care is something that we all work
towards and all strongly believe in. I do not believe that
there is anyone in this chamber — and certainly not in
the other chamber, based on the earlier debate — who
would dispute that safe patient care is absolutely
primary in everything we do in the health services that
are provided for Victorians.
Also I think we can universally agree on the vital role
that nurses play in our healthcare system. The work that
they do every single day, hour after hour, at any hour of
the day, right across the state is really exemplary. I
think acknowledging, recognising and supporting the
vital role that nurses play is something we can
universally agree we should do.
We all have our individual experiences in various ways
with nurses and the role they play in our healthcare
system. I know from my perspective when I think about
a number of different situations I have experienced,
what I think of overwhelmingly is the trust, the belief in
their capacity and the reliance that we have on them at
our times of need and how consistently they step up to
meet the needs we have, often at very vulnerable times.
However, we do debate how we achieve the outcomes
of safe patient care and also support nurses in the vital

One of the challenges at issue is that a lot of detail has
not been provided for in the legislation, and some of
that detail to be provided in the regulations is really the
crux of how the scheme will work and whether it is a
genuine translation of the EBA across to the legislative
framework. Given those points, and consistent with
what the opposition said in the lower house, we will not
be opposing the bill.
I want to run through the details of the bill but also
some of the areas needing further clarification, which
we hope will happen through the debate in this place. In
the context of nurses and the vital role they play, we see
from research that not only do nurses support us in our
times of need but for them the role can be emotionally
very challenging, physically demanding and very
stressful. At times it can even be dangerous.
Studies about nurses’ experiences of their careers and
roles have been conducted. A 2008 study showed that
30 per cent of nurses reported experiencing physical or
emotional threats or abuse, and one in five had
experienced physical abuse. A 2006 study showed that
occupational injuries were currently reported and that
morale in the profession was continuously very low.
Interestingly, that same study looked at a range of
issues and concerns that nurses had, and other things
about which they were concerned included a lack of
autonomy necessary for professional satisfaction and
the fact that they did not feel valued by the health
system in terms of their role or valued by the
community as a whole. They considered rates of pay to
be poor and felt that their skills and experience went
unrewarded and that their career prospects were
limited.
This shows that there are many issues for nurses, and
the issue we are dealing with today in terms of ratios is
one of those elements — but certainly not the answer to
concerns that nurses have more broadly. The ratios
address issues related to staffing levels and the
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workload nurses deal with. Obviously, though, in the
context of ratios it is about the number of nurses, and in
addition to agreeing to the EBA back in 2012, which
enshrined these ratios that are reflected in the bill today,
the opposition — then in government — was also very
pleased to invest in nursing staff. In fact the number of
nursing and midwifery graduates employed by public
health services went from 1596 in 2010 to 1710 in
2014, an increase of more than 110 graduates employed
in health services over that time. The EBA itself added
additional nursing workforce, and there was significant
funding invested to make sure the number of nurses in
the system could meet the ratios as agreed by the EBA
and in some instances even exceed them.
It is important, reflecting on some of the debate in the
other place, that these ratios and the legislation are a
reflection of a concern that had been raised by the
nurses union over an extended period of time. In its
media release of 30 August 2015 headed ‘Ratios
legislation announced’, the Australian Nursing &
Midwifery Federation (ANMF) stated:
Over the past 15 years, since ratios were first mandated in
2000, Victoria’s public sector nurses and midwives have
battled every state government to ensure they have been
retained and in some instances improved.

What I am clearly saying is that issues related to ratios
are not specific to the last EBA negotiation. This issue
has been raised time after time. Of course EBAs
happened in 2001, 2004 and 2007, all of which were
under the previous Labor government, and the
negotiation in 2012 was under a coalition government.
Interestingly, I did pull a few articles from 2007 — the
EBA negotiations before last — and firstly I would like
to quote from an Age article by Carol Nader headed
‘Work bans loom over nurse-to-patient ratios’,
published on 13 August 2007. The article states:
Nurses’ work bans in public hospitals are growing
increasingly likely in coming weeks, with the state
government indicating it wants more flexibility around
nurse-to-patient ratios.
…
At the heart of the dispute is likely to be nurse-to-patient
ratios …
…
But the government’s log of claims says senior nurses must
be able to roster above and below the existing fixed ratios in
times of high need or lesser need, based on the mix of
patients.
Australian Nursing Federation state secretary Lisa Fitzpatrick
accused the government of trying to abolish the ratios to save
money.
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‘It’s very disappointing that they’re trying to do it yet
again …

On 13 August 2007 the health minister was of course
Daniel Andrews.
An article published in the Australian on 17 October
2007 headed ‘Brumby challenge to nurses’ action’
states:
One in four public hospital beds will be closed at a quarter of
scheduled operations cancelled from this morning as part of
industrial action the Brumby government believes is illegal.
…
‘Nurses are extremely angry and frustrated about the
government’s lack of understanding about the work that they
do and the lip-service paid’, Australian Nursing Federation
(Victorian Branch) secretary Lisa Fitzpatrick said.

It is fair to say — and this was not reflected in the
debate in the other place — that nurse-to-patient ratios
have been a consistent issue in EBA negotiations,
regardless of whether it has been a Labor government
or a coalition government, and to try to attribute the
issues around ratios solely to the coalition, which was
clearly the case from practically every speaker from the
government in the lower house, is just simply incorrect.
This is an ongoing issue, and it has been reflected in
EBA negotiation after EBA negotiation. That being
said, we are now debating a bill that legislates and seeks
to make sure that the ratio discussions are kept separate
to the EBA discussions that go on.
I will now go through the details of the bill. The
government has stated that its intent in relation to the
bill is to apply the nurse-to-patient and
midwife-to-patient ratio requirements within hospital
wards as required by the Nurses and Midwives
(Victorian Public Sector) (Single Interest Employers)
Enterprise Agreement 2012–2016, in terms of
Victoria’s public health system. Absolutely essential to
the bill is division 2 of part 2, which sets out the
nurse-to-patient ratios for different types of wards,
including general, medical and surgical wards within
level 1 to level 3 hospitals, acute-level wards in level 4
hospitals, and aged high-care residential wards at
level 4 hospitals. The nurse-to-patient ratios are
intended to apply only to high-care allocated places
whilst specifically excluding any high-care allocated
places that are utilised for aged mental health
residential care and any low-care allocated places.
One of the things that does differ from the EBA is that
for the first time the bill provides a statutory definition
of ‘ward’ as meaning a ward, unit, department or
component of a hospital managed by a nurse or
midwife acting as a unit manager or equivalent. This is

SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT RATIOS) BILL 2015
3366

COUNCIL

a welcome definition because it provides some clarity
and some flexibility in terms of how a ward may be
defined.
To go through the clauses just to outline those details,
clause 20 replicates the ratios of the current EBA,
reflecting the varying staffing requirements of the
larger, busier emergency departments through to
smaller rural services with fewer than 5000 patients per
annum. Clause 21 sets out the nurse-to-patient ratios for
designated coronary care unit wards or parts of wards
that contain critical care beds dedicated to acute care,
treatment and monitoring of patients with serious and
unstable cardiac diseases. Clause 22 sets out the ratios
for high dependency units within public hospitals,
public health services, publicly operated
denominational hospitals and multipurpose services.
Clauses 23 to 28 set out the ratios for palliative care
units, rehabilitation wards, geriatric evaluation and
management wards, operating wards, post-anaesthetic
recovery rooms, special care nurseries and neonatal
intensive care services. Clauses 30 to 31 of the bill set
out the midwife-to-patient ratios on all multiday
inpatient wards within publicly operated hospitals and
health services. Clauses 31 to 36 replicate the clause 42
provisions of the current EBA, providing for hospitals
or staff to apply for variations to the ratios. This is an
area where there is still some detail to be worked
through.
Clauses 37 to 44 set out the compliance, reporting and
enforcement provisions and include clause 43 which
imposes a civil penalty of up to a maximum of
60 penalty units for contravention of the ratios or ratio
variations within the bill. Although the government
does not through this bill specify or limit the starting
time or ending time of shifts or limit the length of shifts,
it has sought to codify the minimum ratio requirements
to be maintained throughout a particular shift as
rostered by the operator of the hospital. There is a fairly
comprehensive and detailed laying out and translation
of what is currently in the EBA through to the
legislation we are debating at the moment.
At this point I want to highlight some of the concerns
we have in relation to the legislation before us today.
The first thing to say is that a lot of key information is
not in the bill. The legislation says that there are
procedures or criteria that are still to be prescribed in a
number of cases. These are for operating theatres, with
quality of care being paramount; redistribution of
nursery or midwifery hours; below ratio distributions;
alternative staffing models; the varying of local
agreements; and local dispute resolution. The sections
that relate to all of these issues still have a lot of detail
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that is to be articulated in the regulations, which are not
yet drawn up.
These are matters that are currently prescribed by the
EBA and, as I said, will be in the regulations. However,
these regulations have not been drawn up. Without this
information it is impossible for us, or for that matter the
broader health sector, to understand if this bill and the
associated regulations will accurately reflect what is in
the EBA. There are a lot of questions left open in
relation to that. These are some issues we will delve
into further during the committee stage.
A second area of the bill that is concerning is the impact
of this legislation on small rural hospitals. Currently
health services are entitled to staff below the ratios
prescribed in the EBA under what is called the current
workload management agreement, the CWMA. This is
particularly relevant to small rural hospitals that may
staff below the ratios because of their service needs or
often because of an inability to recruit nurses. In some
instances alternative staffing arrangements are
implemented. For example, a small rural health service
operating a high-care residential aged-care facility that
cannot obtain sufficient nurses to meet the ratios may
utilise personal care workers. While these arrangements
are not secret and generally occur with the knowledge,
if not the support, of the Australian
Nursing & Midwifery Federation, they are not subject
to a formal written agreement.
Essentially the effect of clause 48 of the bill is to
provide a 12-month grace period during which small
rural health services have a number of options. They
can increase nurse staffing to comply with the ratios,
but of course if they are operating under those ratios,
they will require additional funding for those additional
nurse positions; they can make a proposal for below
ratio staffing in accordance with clause 34 of the bill,
which lays out the process in relation to that; they can
make an agreement with the relevant union for a below
ratio staffing model; they can reduce services or curb
admissions to make sure they can achieve compliance
by reducing demand; or they can remain non-compliant
beyond a 12-month period and risk a civil penalty.
One of the challenges is that the department and the
government are unable to answer questions as to how
many health services this will actually affect, and
therefore we have no estimate to date — hopefully we
may get some through the committee stage — of what
either staffing up to those levels or seeking to vary the
agreement in order to meet the legislative requirements
will actually cost health services. Some of these options
represent a divergence from the status quo under the
EBA. The effect of the CWMA is to deem such
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arrangements as compliant, and it is disappointing that
a deeming provision has not been allowed through this
legislation to enable those often longstanding practices
which have been generally agreed to by the services,
given the nature of their patients and the staffing
requirements, to continue under this legislation.
It is also unclear whether a 12-month period is long
enough. There has been a case that Barwon Health has
been pursuing to formalise a proposal that actually
brought staffing ratios down from above, not from
below — a down to ratio rather than an up to ratio —
and that took well over 12 months to get resolved
through a resolution process. This bill allows only
12 months for all health services to become compliant,
when often the experience has been that it takes longer
than that time frame. It is also not clear if it was done
with the consent of the union. The bill does not deal
with the fact that if a local agreement was struck and
the union subsequently withdraws consent, whether that
terminates the local agreement. There are some issues
in relation to how these actually play out over time.
In relation to the penalties, we may have a situation
where a health service needs more funding to comply
with ratios, the funding is not forthcoming and the
health service is under ratio. Therefore the health
service is penalised and has to pay further moneys back
to the state government when what it needed was some
additional funding to meet the requirement in the first
place. It is a very roundabout situation that does not
seem to resolve the situation in terms of ensuring that
staffing levels are at the level they should be and that
ongoing care is provided to people accessing the
hospitals and health services. There are a number of
issues in relation to small rural health services
particularly, and I will refer to some comments from
some of them later on in my contribution.
The third area is the issue in relation to dispute
resolution. The current process for dispute settlement
under the enterprise bargaining agreement in the first
instance is addressed internally by a local dispute
resolution process, and then by conciliation at the Fair
Work Commission. The commission will attempt to
conciliate and then arbitrate, and should either or both
of the parties not be satisfied with the outcome they can
pursue a claim at the Federal Court of Australia. Under
the bill, parties would need to go through an as yet
undefined dispute resolution process and the usual
practice is that mediation would be attempted only if
both parties agreed at the Magistrates Court. The full
process and procedure for dispute resolution is, once
again, in these as yet unwritten regulations. The
involvement of the commission could only be retained
with the cooperation of the commonwealth government
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and a question that goes back to the government is
whether any cooperation on this front has been sought
from the commonwealth by the state government so
that the commission could still have a role or whether
there are other mechanisms that the state government
will be pursuing to try to ensure that these matters can
be effectively resolved, given the use of the courts now
rather than the Fair Work Commission as has
previously been the case.
There is a further question in relation to what happens
from here about ratios and what other plans there are
and what is the intent of the government. I refer
particularly to a release from the ANMF on
2 September headed ‘Nurse/midwife: patient ratios
legislation’ where the ANMF said:
We believe legislation of nurse/midwife-patient ratios will put
nurses and midwives on a much stronger footing when it
comes to negotiating for the same standard in other healthcare
settings, such as public sector mental health and private
hospitals and aged care.

Clearly the objective of the ANMF is for these ratios
not just to reflect the current EBA but to be expanded
quite broadly to parts of the hospital system that do not
currently have ratios enshrined in their EBAs.
Secondly, I would also like to raise a release from the
ANMF of 30 August that I referred to earlier, where
Lisa Fitzpatrick said:
On behalf of Victoria’s nurses and midwives I would like to
thank Mr Andrews for making safe nursing care a priority,
and delivering on the first half of his commitment.

Further on in the release she said:
However, ensuring that improvements are made in some
areas is the second half of Mr Andrews’s commitment and the
ANMF look forward to working with him to finalise these
improvements during his first term.

I think it is important for us to understand the detail of
the second part of the commitment about improving
ratios, given that we clearly have a bill before us now
which articulates a detailed set of ratios. Firstly, is there
an intention by the government for further legislation
which would change these ratios and further enhance
them, and secondly, is there an intention in the public
sector mental health services, for example, to expand
them further to include those groups, which are
objectives stated by the ANMF and in some instances
alleged to have been committed to by Premier Andrews
and are the intentions of the Labor government? It
would be very helpful to understand where the
government intends to go from here, assuming the
success of the passage of this bill in this house.
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I thought it would be useful to hear directly from some
of the small rural health services. During the
consultation process the health sector has been very
helpful and very engaged. I would like to thank
everyone who contributed in that process; it was greatly
appreciated. It is also worth acknowledging the office
of the Minister for Health for the bill briefing and the
department for the information that was provided. That
was exceptionally helpful as well. I will not name the
small rural health services because I would hate for
them to suffer at the hands of a frank response, but
these are quotes from CEOs of small rural health
services in terms of how they will be impacted. Let me
just run through a few of them. One response states:
That any changes to ratios or other related staffing issues as a
result of the bill be fully funded by the government.

That goes to the issue, if they are operating under ratio
currently, of who is going to pay the differential so that
they can get up to that level. A couple of these quotes
are a bit long. I do not apologise for it, because I think it
is important for the voices of the health services who
are affected to very much be on the record.
Another response states:
The government should also factor in future impacts that the
bill will have. This bill is unique, the first piece of legislation
in Australia to enshrine nurse-patient ratios in this prescribed
form. The interpretation of the bill will be on ongoing process
and will be tested in the magistrate or other courts. At this
time it is not possible to quantify any future costs as a result
of the implementation of this bill but as the legislation is
rolled out and tested the unintended consequences will
become evident. The government should plan and allocate
future resources for the bill and not include any additional
costs in our already limited block funding grant.

This goes to the points made earlier about the great
concern in relation to realising and living under this
legislation, should it be enacted, and the further cost
impost that it may have on health services that are
already operating in a very tight financial environment.
A response from another health service is:
That sanctions and/or penalties for non-compliance with the
ratios clearly need to take into account the issues in recruiting
suitably qualified nursing staff in rural areas. Rural areas have
existing difficulties in recruiting and maintaining staff and
managing sick and carers leave for an ageing workforce.

It says the service:
… has always been committed to ensuring that we have the
correct nursing staff ratios to meet patient needs. Our
management and staff have demonstrated their flexibility in
managing the staffing requirements but at times when we
have unplanned staff leave, don’t have available casual staff
and cannot get agency staff we have, at times, not been able
to fully meet the ratios with the mix of RNs and ENs. We
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have never compromised patient care, But under the new bill
we will be held accountable with a range of escalating
sanctions that can apply. The bill seems to lack an
understanding of the local conditions and impact that this will
have in rural areas.

Effectively what is being said is that there was a
flexibility under the previous EBA to reflect those local
conditions with the agreement of all those involved and
their understanding and knowledge. That is no longer
provided by this legislation and so does not reflect the
local realities that some health services face.
The final response once again goes to the issues of
concern, stating that the service:
… does have ratios in our acute ward and we roster to ratios
99.99 per cent of the time and on the very odd occasion where
we do not have the right staff mix for the ratio we would
roster extra numbers of staff recognising we do not
necessarily have the perfect skill mix ratio. The ANF do not
like it and it is not our preferred position or the position of our
staff but we are pragmatic and realise we can at times have no
other alternative. What do I do with our patients at 10.00 p.m.
at night when suddenly we realise we cannot cover the night
shift ratio. Our response in the past has been to increase the
number of staff and we would transfer patients out if it was
thought clinically necessary.

I think what the quotes signify is a very pragmatic
approach, a desire to make the ratios work in the
EBA — an absolute commitment to it in fact — but the
reality is that at times issues arise, often at short notice
and there are solutions that the health services have put
together in terms of how to manage those situations.
That flexibility is effectively gone under the bill, and
that is why we will be seeking further clarity through
the committee about what the regulations will contain
and whether there will be some capacity to have that
flexibility in the process.
I have already flagged with the government that we will
be seeking to resolve some of the issues raised through
the committee process on Thursday. We were
disappointed in the other place. We gave four or five
days notice to the Minister for Health, Jill Hennessy,
that we would seek to go into consideration in detail,
and there was of course a commitment from the
government to regularly go into consideration in detail
in the Legislative Assembly. There were many
speeches, and it is good that so many people were
passionately committed to speaking on the bill, but at
the end of the day there was no consideration in detail
despite repeated requests and even a motion to not
adjourn the debate so it could go into consideration in
detail. Unfortunately that meant the minister
responsible for the legislation, who will be responsible
for approving and working through the regulations, was
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not able to be questioned at the table in relation to that
detail.
In order to seek genuine engagement and response —
and the sole objective is to try to get some clarity so the
health services can have an understanding, frankly,
about whether the rest of the EBA will translate into the
regulations in the way that the legislation has been
translated across, and acknowledging that Ms Mikakos,
who will be the minister at the table, is not the minister
responsible — last Thursday I provided to Ms Mikakos
a list of detailed questions that I was seeking responses
to. I hope that having had a week to be briefed by the
Department of Health and Human Services in relation
to these issues will mean that the time we spend in
committee will elicit genuine responses to legitimate
questions about the substance of the bill. I hope the
committee stage will provide some confidence and
clarity to this place and to the health services about the
completion of the detail in relation to the operation of
the bill.
With those words I am very pleased to finish where I
started, to say that safe patient care, the
acknowledgement of the vital work that nurses do and
the importance of helping them to continue to be
effective in their roles is something which I think is
universally agreed is vitally important and something
we all support. As I have mentioned, the translation of
an EBA into legislation in effect largely does not
change the reality on the ground of what is happening
on a day-to-day basis. Obviously it is something that
has been a priority for the union and for the
government, but we must all be committed to the range
of work that needs to happen to ensure that patients get
the care they need in a safe and effective manner and
that nurses are supported to carry out their vital role.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I also rise to
speak this evening on the very important Safe Patient
Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Bill 2015. This is the second bill I have spoken on
today that is an election commitment being honoured
by the Andrews Labor government. More than that it is
also an Australian first to see the ratio issue bedded
down in legislation. We do this because we believe the
ratio issue will improve the quality of care for the
hundreds and thousands of Victorians who use our
public health system. There are 50 000 nurses and
midwives in the public health system in this state. They
will also now, through legislation, have their work
respected.
It is fair to say that the science is settled on improved
ratios and patient care. It is true that there have been
ratios in Victoria contained in enterprise bargaining
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agreements since 2000, and they have worked. There
has been a 16 per cent reduction in the risk of mortality
in surgical patients with high registered nurse staffing.
There have also been increased ratios in relation to the
rate of falls, deep vein thrombosis and cardiac arrest, to
just name a few of the improved outcomes that have
come about as a result of increased nursing hours.
Hospital stays have become shorter because people are
less likely to suffer complications. These findings are
not unique to Australia; they are observable around the
world.
It is fundamental to a world-class health system that
patient safety is the absolute priority. Patient safety is
not something to be haggled over at the bargaining
table. It is not a workplace condition. Patient safety and
optimised outcomes — or, in plain English, coming
home safely — are what Victorians expect from their
hospital system. Regrettably, in the last round of
enterprise bargaining, which took place under the
previous government, we saw a very drawn-out
campaign over nine months that targeted ratios,
amongst other claims. I would characterise that dispute
as pointless, in many ways misguided and in lots of
ways downright nasty. I am sure many people in this
chamber and among those who are listening will
remember photos in the newspapers at the time of a
well-known Liberal member giving a rather rude hand
gesture to nurses. It caused enormous embarrassment
for the then Premier, and I am sure for those who are
sitting in the chamber tonight as well.
Unfortunately, fraught industrial disputes bring out
some very hot-headed elements; that just seems to be
the case. But that will not be required under the new
principal act introduced by this bill. This bill takes
ratios out of the industrial framework. Nurses and
midwives will know that work intensification debates
will take place in an industrial relations setting. In short,
their work will now be respected in law, and that is the
key thing. Just as importantly Victorians can be sure
that no future government will launch into short-sighted
attacks on patient safety under the guise of cost cutting.
This bill does three things. Firstly, it sets out the
numeric nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios
that are already in place, outlining specific requirements
for the minimum number of nurses or midwives for a
set number of patients. These provisions vary across
different hospitals, different types of wards and
different shifts and are intended to replicate the
arrangements and scope contained within the current
public sector nurses and midwives enterprise
agreement.
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Secondly, the bill retains some important elements of
the enterprise agreement relating to the interpretation
and application of the ratios. These provisions allow
both employers and employees some flexibility to
propose and negotiate variations of ratios to allow for a
further refinement where required. It is important that
the act be flexible enough to factor in local needs and
issues, while keeping pace with the evolving nature of
health care.
Thirdly, the bill introduces a compliance and
enforcement regime. As ratios will no longer be subject
to the enterprise agreement, the Fair Work Commission
and the commonwealth Fair Work Act 2009 will no
longer have jurisdiction to conciliate, arbitrate or
otherwise deal with matters relating to ratios. This
enforcement regime includes specific direction powers
for the Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services to ensure that health services are
compliant with ratios. These powers can be utilised by
the secretary either pre-emptively or following the
declaration of a court.
The bill sets out an alternative enforcement regime
under the Victorian jurisdiction whereby the
Magistrates Court of Victoria could be referred a matter
that cannot be resolved at a local level. The
enforcement regime replicates the enforcement
mechanism under the enterprise agreement, and it is
intended to have a similar effect to the dispute
resolution arrangements under the enterprise agreement
and impose no additional burdens on any of the
stakeholders. For serious and wilful breaches of ratios
or ratio variations the Magistrates Court may, at its
discretion, impose a civil penalty of up to 60 penalty
points — a bit over $9000. This, combined with
reporting requirements, is enough to deter hospitals
from breaching the requirements of the act. The health
services will also be required to report on any breaches
as part of their annual reports. None of this is
controversial.
The first two points are what has existed in enterprise
agreements for 15 years, and a Victorian jurisdiction
has been introduced as it is Victorian legislation. All we
have done is remove patient safety from the industrial
relations framework and show respect for the work
undertaken by nurses and midwives. Much of my
electorate is in rural and regional areas, and I noticed
the rather strident contributions that were made in the
other place about how these changes will have an
impact on and will affect rural hospitals. Some of those
concerns have been reiterated in this house tonight by
the previous speaker, Mary Wooldridge. It is important
that I clarify that these concerns are, I believe, quite
erroneous.
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Firstly, opposition members indicated that they were
worried about compliance. The compliance penalties
are for ‘serious and wilful’ breaches. The dispute
resolution procedure is aimed at local resolution.
Hospitals will not be fined if someone is 5 minutes late
for work. They will not be fined if there is a natural
disaster swamping them. These concerns have no basis
in fact, and if there are still concerns, then they will be
of a genuine nature and people will be sitting down and
working them through.
Secondly, opposition MPs have been worried that
lower country ratios are entrenched. The whole object
of this legislation is to maintain the flexibility that has
been built into the system and tested over the last
15 years through the enterprise bargaining agreements.
Thirdly, opposition MPs have stated that this bill
ignores depleted workforce issues in rural areas. To be
clear, the bill has been drafted recognising the
challenges faced by small rural hospitals in recruiting
staff from an often depleted workforce market. The bill
includes transitional provisions allowing any ‘below
ratio’ arrangements already in place, referred to as a
current workload management arrangement, to be
continued for one year.
This provision gives hospitals with a below ratio
arrangement in place up to 12 months from the
commencement of this bill to either propose a variation
to the ratio using the relevant provisions in the bill or
adjust their rosters to meet the ratio requirements. This
will allow the health service some time to consider
which of these options is most appropriate to address its
circumstances. The ratio variation arrangements within
the bill enable these services to address their specific
challenges through the utilisation of the flexibility
provisions through either entering into a formalised
variation from ratios proposal, which is similar to a
proposal under clause 42 of the enterprise agreement, or
by entering into a formalised local agreement.
In short, this bill is not about reinventing the wheel. It
seems that those opposite are intent on coming up with
all sorts of excuses to criticise this bill, and I hope this
is not a baseless fear campaign that those opposite are
trying to stir up. This is an election commitment that
respects nurses and midwives and their work. It is
designed to stop future governments from attacking the
standard of care in our healthcare system. Any attempt
to say otherwise by raising unjustified and unfounded
fears in rural communities is spurious and ill founded.
The facts are that during the consultation process for
this bill we received widespread support from across
the health sector. Health services and employees alike
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recognise the irreplaceable role that nurses have in our
health system and our lives, and patients do too. If life
goes wrong and you end up in hospital, nurses are the
health professionals at the pointy end of health care
who do their best to give you the best care in the world.
Conversely, it is midwives who share one of the
greatest moments in life — that is, the start of life. The
public respects the work of nurses and midwives, and
so does the Andrews Labor government.
The Andrews Labor government looks forward to
working collaboratively with the Australian Nursing &
Midwifery Federation as well as public hospitals,
public health services, denominational hospitals and
multipurpose services to make sure that these changes
are discussed in a clear and timely manner. That is why
this bill comes into effect after the new enterprise
agreement is arranged. This will ensure and enable a
smooth transition. Health care continues to evolve. This
bill has flexibility at its heart and can cope with
technological changes. The government will continue
to work with nurses and the health services to make
further improvements to these ratios over time. This bill
will help nurses and midwives to provide the very best
care they can.
In terms of some of the comments made by
Ms Wooldridge, ratios are not new. Labor chose to step
up by enshrining them into legislation, but it was the
former coalition government that chose to run an ugly
campaign against nurses and their unions last year. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to be able to speak on the Safe Patient Care
(Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Bill
2015. Like Ms Wooldridge, I read with interest some of
the contributions to the debate on this bill that took
place in the Legislative Assembly. I was particularly
interested in some of the commentary provided by
Ms Wooldridge about the history of enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) negotiations with nurses
and the role of nurse-patient ratios in these discussions,
because it has been a hot potato for both coalition
governments and Labor governments alike. It has
always been an emotional issue. It has been raised in
highly emotive terms by the nurses union equally with
Labor governments and Liberal governments. Attempts
to characterise the issue in a partisan way, as was done
in the other place, are simply misleading.
Looking at the contributions to the debate in the other
place and listening to what we have heard here this
evening, many people have brought into the debate
their experience of nurses dealing with family
members, their own direct experiences and the
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experiences of their constituents. I too have had a lot to
do with nurses. I worked closely on a daily basis over
many years with nurses and with former nurses. I have
hired nurses, and, like many in this place, I have
memories of being looked after by nurses in good and
bad times, in different ways and at different stages of
my life. Midwives are the first to come to mind. As was
mentioned earlier, they have a very special involvement
with nursing. I have been involved with paediatric
nurses in the special care nursery.
Maternal child health nurses look after babies and
mums and are on the front line of looking for and
responding to signs of family violence. Nurses provide
vaccinations to hundreds of kids on behalf of local
councils. More recently I have got to know nurses with
other specialties, including surgical nurses, intensive
care nurses and oncology nurses. These very different
forms of nursing suit different people. Often nursing is
a very time-intensive task that involves a lot of waiting
and watching, and this is part of the care. I would often
ask nurses, ‘What made you want to do this sort of
nursing?’. The answers were many and varied.
Sometimes they were for personal reasons and often
they were issues of practicality and lifestyle, but what
they all had in common was a clear commitment to
patients and to caring.
It is a difficult and demanding job, and Ms Wooldridge
explained very well the sorts of difficult and at times
enormously upsetting issues that nurses have to deal
with on a daily basis, including experiencing violence
in the workplace and dealing with emotional and
dramatic events. While nurses are there to look after our
bodies, they are also there to look after our mental
wellbeing while we undergo treatment and heal. This is
part of what nurses do so well. It is why they are so
respected by our community, and rightly so.
I was also struck when reading the speeches from the
other place that many of the speakers expressed their
views in, I think, very simple, black-and-white ways.
They said the bill was about respecting nurses. I tend to
disagree — I think it involves some other issues. But
few members in this place would respect nurses more
than I do. I think it is wrong to characterise concerns
about this bill as a simple lack of respect for the nursing
profession, or as fearmongering, to paraphrase what
Ms Tierney was just speaking about. It is part of our
profession in this place to analyse legislation and to flag
problems and concerns — especially in this chamber,
the upper house. To not do so means that we are simply
not doing our jobs.
One of the issues, as Ms Wooldridge has explained in
detail, is that there is a lot of detail left out of this bill. It
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is unclear why the government has chosen to take this
approach, particularly given that as I understand it this
legislation is appearing later than the government
originally flagged. The government has had a long time
to get this legislation together. It is unclear why the
government has chosen to leave out significant parts of
what needs to be addressed in this legislation and asked
us basically to take it on trust that this detail will appear
in the regulations in some form at a later time and
place.
Ms Tierney said that this bill has flexibility at its heart,
and indeed it does. I agree with her, but I expect not in
the way she intended. It is flexible to the extent that half
of it is missing, and these are the issues that I hope we
will have some clarity on this evening when we go to
the committee stage. The minister has said that the bill
is intended to replicate the provisions of the EBA, and I
note she used the term ‘replicate’ in her letter to the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee about the
bill. It does some very useful things; for example, it
defines ‘award’ for the first time. But at its heart is the
laying out of ratios for a range of clinical settings that
nurses work within every day, including high
dependency, palliative care and so on.
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Work Commission be maintained in the issue of ratios?
What the bill does at the moment, it would appear, is
take this out of the federal jurisdiction and put it within
the Magistrates Court. There, I note, it is the practice to
only have conciliation with the agreement of the parties
in the Magistrates Court. That is quite a distinct leap
from how we have addressed industrial disputes in this
country over many decades. It also gives scope for
there to be injunctive relief in the Magistrates Court,
which brings into play the possibility that you could
have a situation where the party that is seeking the
injunction is seeking to change the arrangement in the
workplace. This is again quite different to the approach
usually taken by the Fair Work Commission, which has
a longstanding practice of tending to leave
arrangements as they are until the matter is formally
resolved, so this is a significant change to what has
happened in the past.

It starts on 1 December 2017, which is some way off. I
gather that is to slot in with the expiration of the EBA
early next year, and I would imagine the government
has the expectation that negotiations will take some
months, as has been Labor governments’ experience of
negotiating this EBA with the nurses union on previous
occasions.

I note that metropolitan hospitals employ over ratio.
The difference for this bill will come in the regions. We
do not yet know what the impact is going to be. There
have been a range of concerns raised by the sector. I
have had a number of concerns raised with me by
nurses and hospital staff. One concern was around
whether it is likely that beds would be closed because it
is not possible to work to the ratio defined within this
bill. That would undermine patient care and would be a
very unfortunate negative impact of this bill. The same
nurse described this legislation to me as being not about
nurse-to-patient ratios but actually nurse-to-bed ratios,
because that is the way in which these things are
measured.

The regulations need to cover a range of issues. They
need to cover the needs of operating theatres, the
distribution of nursing or midwifery hours, how to vary
local agreements and the dispute resolution process,
which is a particularly critical aspect that is missing at
the moment from this bill. I note also that clause 48
gives 12 months to fix workplaces that operate under a
ratio without formal agreement to do so, and I concur
with Ms Wooldridge’s comments that given how long
it has taken some workplaces, Barwon Health in
particular, to come to an agreement on this kind of
scenario — some 18 months — it is possible that
12 months is not at all long enough to get this into place
in a way that is reasonable for everybody.

A nurse in one regional hospital explained to me, and
again I am not going to mention her name, how her
hospital maintains its ratio. She said, ‘We always do it.
Because we are in a region, it is not always easy to get
people to come in to cover gaps. We do not have access
to agency staff as you do in Melbourne. You can ring in
and get someone to appear’. Commonly the way it
happens is that someone will ring in sick and a nurse
who is on duty will be asked to do a double shift to
cover that shift to maintain the ratio. I asked how long
that would be. I was told 14 hours. That nurse would
work for 14 hours, which frankly is exhausting with
this sort of work. What it means is that staff get run
down and sick, and the cycle begins again.

I will outline my concerns. Currently the process is that
with dispute resolution these are dealt with locally in
the first instance. They would then be subject to
conciliation by the Fair Work Commission and they
would go to arbitration. If that were not to the
satisfaction of either party, they could then go to the
Federal Court. One of the issues at heart is: can the Fair

The other way that the hospital deals with this problem
is that it has people who were originally nurses who
have moved into administrative roles or something
similar. When the hospital is, in the words of the nurse I
spoke to, desperate, the hospital will call in someone in
one of those roles. It operates a shadow or a cover
roster of people who are in the building and can step in

SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT RATIOS) BILL 2015
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

if need be. The nurse who spoke to me about this was
originally a midwife and has long since moved out of
that area of clinical practice and indeed any clinical
practice. She said her hospital has a system in which, if
the hospital is under ratio, she can step in and perform
observations — she can do that sort of thing. She is
literally another set of hands there if needed. The
problem with that is that she still has tasks that need to
be done, the hospital still has tasks it needs her to do
and those tasks have to be done at some point either by
her after hours or by somebody else. That is not an ideal
situation.
Hospitals need to have the capacity to flex, as they put
it, depending on the needs within their area of practice.
One nurse described to me the way this tends to
happen. She said a good example of this is an
orthopaedic ward. It is a surgical ward. Typically you
might have more patients attending in the afternoon.
You do not need extra nursing staff in the morning.
Then it depends on what sort of surgery list you have.
Do you have really simple orthopaedic surgery, or do
you have major stuff like amputations? Do you have a
roster made up of highly experienced staff or do you
have staff who are less experienced who are going to be
asked to deal with areas of practice that they may not
have dealt with before or in which they do not have
particular skills? Everyone has to learn, obviously, but
it goes to show that there are a range of issues that
come into play when you are dealing with patients, you
are often dealing with the unexpected and you need to
provide a workforce that is absolutely equipped to do
the work required.
There are a lot of variables in all of this. There are time
delays with the orthopaedic surgical ward example I
have just given. You have to maintain reasonable
coverage so that patients are adequately looked after, so
that the needs of staff are also respected in terms of
occupational health and safety and so that your staff get
work that is challenging and not an unreasonable
burden. There has to be a balance in all of that, and that
is what good nurse unit managers are very skilled at
doing — knowing their workforce, knowing the needs
of the patients, knowing the skills of the people they
have on board and knowing how they can best be
deployed. To some extent this bill does not recognise
that skill and that use of good nursing skills and good
management by nurses to ensure that these wards are
staffed in the way that they should be.
Lastly I want to raise an issue that was raised by rural
hospitals, which is the cost issue. As mentioned earlier,
we do not know and we cannot yet get a definitive
answer on how many rural workplaces might be under
ratio. We are told that this is supposed to be a
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cost-neutral change. If it is the case that additional staff
need to be brought on and we do not know where they
need to be brought on or how many are needed, I think
it is going to be very difficult to say that this is cost
neutral. There needs to be a degree of honesty from the
government in clearly explaining what the cost is going
to be and who is going to carry that cost. In my view it
is unreasonable for rural hospitals to be expected to
carry that burden in addition to the other financial
burdens and challenges that they have and which we
respect.
In conclusion, I am looking forward to hearing from
further speakers from the government and during the
committee phase some details and explanations of some
of these issues and concerns, which are not, as was
suggested earlier, some kind of political ploy or fear
mongering, to paraphrase. These are issues that have
been raised with Ms Wooldridge and with me by
people who work in the sector, particularly in the
regions, and we repeat them for the benefit of those
opposite and to get some clarity on what is going to
happen going forward. The basic issue is to get a shared
understanding of how the healthcare sector is supposed
to deal with this bill in the future.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens warmly welcome this bill, to say the least. We
thank the minister for the detailed briefing we received.
We also met with both the union and the Victorian
Healthcare Association to discuss this bill. We believe
it is highly appropriate that nurse-to-patient and
midwife-to-patient ratios be enshrined and protected in
our laws. Nurses and midwives have worked hard to
achieve appropriate ratios that guarantee minimum
numbers of qualified nurses or midwives on each shift
to deliver quality, safe patient care and realistic
workloads.
In preparing to speak on this bill I looked back on the
history of nurses disputes in this state. We can go back
to the 1986 strike that was pivotal, when it was said that
nurses were no longer going to be handmaidens, but at
the heart of every dispute in the 30 years since have
been ratios. I think it is time for these issues to be
enshrined in legislation rather than having to be
negotiated in every enterprise bargaining agreement.
Hard-won reform should not be whittled away and
should not be subject to enterprise bargaining
negotiations. These ratios ensure the ongoing quality of
our acute and aged health care, and they should be
non-negotiable.
This bill acts to legislate for ratios already in place in
the public sector. Specifically the bill requires major
metropolitan hospitals to roster safe ratios of one nurse
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to four patients during day shifts and one nurse to eight
patients during night shifts. Different ratios are also in
place for maternity units, regional hospitals, special
care nurseries, aged care and emergency departments.
The new ratios do not apply to public and not-for-profit
hospitals, residential aged care and public mental health
services not covered by the public sector enterprise
bargaining agreement. This bill will also prevent nurse
substitution by unregistered health assistants. I believe
this is a great step in securing the long-term quality of
our health system.
The Greens note that there may be flow-on costs of
implementing this bill for some health services,
including small and regional hospitals that are currently
under ratio. We call on the government to work closely
with these health services to ensure that costs are
covered and to actively work with these hospitals so
they can recruit more staff to cover these shifts.
I am not going to say a lot more, because I think this is
a very straightforward bill. It is bringing in something
that should have happened years ago. The Greens are
extremely pleased that the bill is going to be passed
tonight and that in the 2016 enterprise bargaining
agreement process ratios will not be an issue and that
the actual industrial issues that need to be negotiated
will be negotiated.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — Tonight we are
discussing what will be an Australian first, yet it is long
overdue. I am proud to be speaking on a bill which will
enshrine in law a practice that has saved countless lives
and which we can now be certain will continue to do so
in perpetuity. Enshrining nurse-to-patient ratios in law
was a key election commitment made by Labor prior to
last year’s election. It is yet another example of our
dedication in government to follow through with what
we have promised. As many people would be aware,
Labor promised that Victoria would become the first
state in Australia to legislate nurse-to-patient and
midwife-to-patient ratios, and that is what this bill is
about. It is delivering on that promise, and it is going to
benefit not only thousands of nurses but the millions of
patients that they treat each year. We have a proud
history of standing up for nurses and protecting the
conditions that enable them to care for their patients at a
world-class standard.
Ratios are not some flippant, nice-to-have feature of a
nurse’s workday. They undeniably protect patient
safety. Study after study has come to the same
conclusion. There is a 3 to 12 per cent reduction in
adverse outcomes and a 16 per cent reduction in the
risk of mortality in surgical patients with higher nurse
staffing. Adequate numbers of nursing staff also reduce
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the risk of patients developing pressure ulcers,
pneumonia, deep vein thrombosis, upper
gastrointestinal bleeds, cardiac arrest and a number of
other conditions. Adequate nurse staffing also reduces
patient length of stay and improves recovery. Better
staffing levels improve nurse retention, morale and job
satisfaction and significantly increase the public’s
confidence in our health system.
In 2000 under the Bracks Labor government Victoria
became the first jurisdiction in the world to mandate
nurse-to-patient ratios following a recommendation
from the Australian Industrial Relations Commission.
While nurse-to-patient ratios are already enshrined in
current nurses and midwives enterprise bargaining (EB)
agreements, there is a need to legislate, and to see that
we only need to look at industrial disputes of recent
years. Of course there is always colour and movement
in industrial relations issues when it comes to EB
negotiations, and ratios are a feature of them, but what
we saw under the former government was ratios being
used as a bargaining chip to a point where it
subsequently turned into a farce. Clearly that period
galvanised nurses and their families as well as patients
and their families and the wider community to deliver a
very clear and loud message — that they wanted
nurse-to-patient ratios off the table. They wanted them
not to be put at risk in any future EB negotiations.
In contrast to what we saw in previous years, the Labor
government set about restoring funding, faith and
fundamental decency in the system. This legislation, as
I have said, is the most comprehensive nursing and
midwifery staffing legislation of its kind. That is going
to be a key pillar of restoring that faith and decency to
the system.
Tonight we may all sleep a little easier knowing that
this legislation is one step closer to stopping
nurse-to-patient ratios and midwife-to-patient ratios
becoming the political playthings of any future
government. I doubt there is a person in this house who
has not at some stage in their lives been touched by a
hospital system and been a grateful beneficiary of
wonderful care provided by nursing staff.
Hospital issues are among the topics that come up in
most visits across my electorate, but one of the clear
messages is that most people have wonderful respect
for and appreciation of nurses. People really appreciate
that when they or their loved one is unwell, needing
care and feeling vulnerable, an attentive nurse with the
time to listen as well as to care can make all the
difference to the ability of that person or their family to
get through that period. In contrast a frazzled,
exhausted nurse with too much to do and too little time
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in which to do it is not what anyone wants when they
find themselves in a hospital environment, no matter
what the reason. This is the basis of the Respect Our
Work campaign that nurses and midwives embarked on
over a nine-month period from 2011 to 2012.
Having had two children in recent years, I have seen
firsthand the amazing job that midwives do in juggling
competing demands whilst delivering quality,
compassionate and professional care. I have
deliberately erased much of my memory of many
things that are connected to childbirth, but I have fond
memories of late-night conversations with midwives,
who were able to take the time to sit down and talk me
through the shell shock of all of a sudden realising that I
was responsible for someone who is very little.
I had a wonderful midwife. She must have been on
night shift a couple of nights in a row, because I think
she was there every night. She put my mind at ease and
made going home that much easier. I wish I could
remember her name, but I remember that she was the
neighbour of Robert Clark, the member for Box Hill in
the other place. I wonder if she is still Robert Clark’s
neighbour; maybe I will ask him.
The nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios that
are set out in the bill will protect minimum staffing
numbers in Victorian public hospitals, public health
services, publicly operated denominational hospitals
and multipurpose services that are covered by the
Nurses and Midwives (Victorian Public Sector) (Single
Interest Employers) Enterprise Agreement 2012–16.
No future governments will be able to strip away the
nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios.
This bill is but a step in a process. We will continue our
consultation about how ratios might be improved in the
future, because we know that striving for continual
improvement and seeking to always do better are the
hallmarks of a good government. The Andrews Labor
government has taken a collaborative approach in
relation to this bill. It has consulted widely with
stakeholders including the Australian Nursing &
Midwifery Federation (ANMF) and the Victorian
Hospitals Industrial Association, and their feedback has
been incorporated into the bill that is before the house
today. The bill also introduces a compliance and
enforcement regime that will replicate the enforcement
mechanism and dispute resolution arrangements found
in the enterprise agreement and also permits
applications to the Magistrates Court where
appropriate.
There are many good things in this bill, but we have not
finished. Whilst our nurses look after us, we too need to
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look after them. They deserve our respect, our attention
and our protection. That is why the Labor government
has committed to publicly report on hospital violence,
including endorsing the ANMF’s 10-point plan to
reduce violence; reviewing the graduate nursing
transition to practice programs to increase the
opportunities for nursing students to undertake graduate
training in hospitals — I understand that this review
will include an audit of the $17 000 payment made to
hospitals for each graduate registered nurse or midwife
they employ; and introducing standardised code grey
and code black security responses in health services.
Under a Labor government our nurses and health
professionals will always be looked after. Sadly this
cannot always be said for Liberal-Nationals
governments. The federal government’s most recent
budget revealed the extent of the cuts that will be
inflicted on the Victorian healthcare system to the tune
of about $17.7 billion over the next 10 years. The
federal government has walked away from key
components of the national partnership agreement on
improving public hospital services, including
$840 million over the next 10 years to fund subacute
beds and up to $50 million in reward payments for
emergency department and elective surgery waiting list
times. It has cut $181 million for public adult dental
services, scrapped the Healthy Kids Checks for children
aged 3 to 5, axed funding for programs to support
young Aboriginal people to access health and sexual
health services and cut $90 million for preventive
health initiatives which supported Healthy Together
Victoria.
The Victorian government will continue to fight back
on behalf of Victorians to reverse these cuts and in the
meantime it will get on with delivering the
improvements that it knows are needed and wanted
across the sector. This piece of legislation is but one
facet of a comprehensive plan to rebuild and reboot our
health system right across Victoria. It proves that the
Labor government makes the provision of health
services to Victorian families one of its top priorities. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to speak to the Safe Patient Care (Nurse
to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Bill 2015.
Sadly, having spent quite some time in hospitals over
the years for various matters, I did not realise that part
of the enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) was the
number of nurses on a ward — it never occurred to me.
I am pleased to see that this bill is now going to require
that operators of publicly funded health facilities staff
certain wards with a minimum number of nurses or
midwives. Again I am surprised that this legislation is
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an Australian first, that up until now the number of
nurses on a ward was part of an enterprise agreement.
Those nurses and midwives who are out there doing
wonderful things for us were trying to hopefully get a
little bit more money in their pocket, but they were also
having to argue whether they would have the correct
number and safe number of nurses on the ward in ratio
to the patients on that ward.
It surprised me because we know nurses certainly do
not do it for the money. They do it because quite often
it is a very rewarding task, and the nurses who are
friends of mine and the nurses who I have met over the
years are passionate about the work they do. I am very
pleased that when trying to be recognised for that work
in talks with governments about the sorts of pay
conditions they have, that they are no longer going to
have to talk about safe patient ratios in that debate over
their working conditions.
Northern Metropolitan Region has a lot of hospitals,
including the Alfred hospital, the Austin Hospital,
Melbourne Health, the Royal Women’s Hospital, the
Royal Children’s Hospital, the Mercy Hospital for
Women and the Northern Hospital, just to name a few
in my area. Each of these services provides a different
service for different areas of the community. Although
the services may overlap, it is important that we note
that diversity and the complexity of their needs. I hope
that is something this bill addresses, and I wonder if it is
something that a straight EBA was less able to do,
although I look forward to hearing more about how this
will work in the committee stage.
We also need to make sure that these hospitals, as some
previous speakers have said, comply with and are able
to successfully implement this unique legislation. It
carries on from the EBA process but it is different. We
need to ensure that these hospitals are able to work with
that, and that the legislation is flexible for those
hospitals in the variety of services they provide.
It is also worth noting the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) report and the issue it
raised in regard to discrimination, and this is pertinent
to note in Mental Health Week. It states:
… clause 9(2) provides:
Despite anything to the contrary in this Act, a ratio does
not apply in respect of any ward that is being
predominately used for the care of persons being treated
for a mental illness within the meaning of the Mental
Health Act 2014.

So it exempts the mental health wards from provisions
designed to ensure better patient care and health and
safety.
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I understand the bill is specifically about the nurses and
midwives enterprise agreement and that that agreement
is completely separate to the Victorian Public Mental
Health Services Enterprise Agreement 2012–2016.
Nonetheless it is permitting wards ‘predominately
utilised’ — and these are the words from the SARC
report:
for the care of persons being treated for a mental illness to be
staffed with fewer nurses per patient than wards
predominately utilised for the care of persons being treated
for a non-mental illness, and to exclude mental illness wards
from the enforcement provisions …

It is worth considering SARC’s question of whether
this represents an imbalance in the delivery of these
services to those with mental health issues. From what I
have been hearing this evening it certainly sounds like
there may be more and this type of legislation may be
expanded in the future to cover mental health services.
From hearing the contribution of Ms Wooldridge and
the quote she attributed to the Australian
Nursing & Midwifery Federation, it would appear that
it would also like to see that. While this may not be
discrimination, as SARC flags, it shows that we can
extend this type of legislation to other areas of the
public health sector.
Just a few weeks ago former Australian of the Year
Patrick McGorry was flagging this disparity between
how we treat physical health and how we treat mental
health. He reported that if the government in Victoria
doubled the amount it spent on the direct care of people
with mental illness, it would just be enough to resolve
the crisis — just enough. According to Australians for
Mental Health, less than 7 per cent of health
expenditure goes to mental health, even though it
accounts for double that of the country’s health burden.
While this legislation is being introduced it is important
to note that the point that mental health deserves the
same level of care as that given to physical health is
valid, and that ensuring that these services are well
funded and supported and moving towards a
patient-nurse ratio for mental health wards in the future
would go some way to recognising that we need to
provide support for mental health at a level equal to that
which we provide for physical health.
Industrial relations law is not a simple thing, and no
doubt it will have a lot of grey areas and some tailoring
will be required to ensure that the different services will
be covered by this legislation. I suspect codifying ratios
into law may also have some unintended consequences,
which we need to be aware of and reactive to. But I am
not entirely sure how that will happen yet. Quite often it
seems with legislation introduced into this house that
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the legislation provides the objective but the regulations
determine how it will actually work and what the meat
of the legislation is. Quite often it seems we are asked
to vote on something that is a great objective but we
never actually vote on how it will happen. In the
committee process I will listen with interest to hear
about that.
While I know that the intentions with the bill are very
sound, from speaking to the Victorian Healthcare
Association as well as listening to my colleagues I
know that not every situation is the same. I have heard
examples of rural hospitals just not being able to recruit
people in their area — not being able to meet those
patient-nurse ratios purely due to the fact that the nurses
are just not there — or hospitals in holiday destinations
during the off season, the summer months if they are
near the ski slopes, not having the patients there for that
nurse-patient ratio. This is obviously something that we
are going to need to implement, and quite often
black-and-white legislation does not enable us to work
with the nuances of our health system. But I was
delighted to hear from Ms Tierney that things like
natural disasters will not worry us in this nurse-patient
ratio; I was very comforted to hear that.
I look forward to hearing more about this, and I have to
say — as everybody else has said — that I have had
amazing experiences with nurses and with midwives.
We all know the incredible work that they do. We
know that largely it is an altruistic job. Sometimes it is a
thankless job. I think this legislation goes some way
towards acknowledging that by taking out of the
enterprise agreement the aspect that they had to argue
for safe patient ratios while arguing for a pay rise. It is
something that was quite unbelievable.
In the process of learning about this legislation and
hearing from different areas I was very lucky to meet
two wonderful nurses from the Royal Children’s
Hospital, Romy Fitz and Phoebe McDonagh. They
really conveyed to me the importance of contact with
patients and the importance of not simply putting a
carer in to do washing or feeding, because it is that
ongoing contact with the patient — touching the skin to
understand where that patient is, understanding what
that patient is eating, getting to know that patient —
during those times that is really important. It is not
necessarily just about bandaging them or getting them
ready for theatre. These are some of the most crucial
time for nurses, and it is really important that they have
that ratio so that they can deliver those services as well.
These were two nurses dealing with premature babies,
so you can understand how crucial patient ratios are in
that environment. Having been on the other side of the
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table as a lobbyist, I was also struck by the tool that
they used — that tool was eight-month-old twins,
Sydney and Summer. I tried to listen while I was being
distracted by the babies, but they did enable me to truly
understand the great work that nurses do, the
importance of these ratios and the importance of
acknowledging the work that nurses do. By putting
these ratios into legislation, we are going some way
towards acknowledging the extraordinary work that
these men and women do for our community. On that
note, I look forward to hearing more about the bill.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — It goes without
saying that health care is one of the most important
sectors in our society. It also goes without saying that
the provision of health care is one of the most important
functions of government, but I think the fact that it goes
without saying reflects more than anything the fact that
too often we take it for granted.
I want to start my comments this evening by making a
couple of high-level observations that go to what I
believe is one of the rationales for this bill — and an
extremely important one. I think health care is a
fascinating sector in that it has undergone incredible
technological change over the last few decades. It is
also an area of service provision which is incredibly
capital intensive and innovation driven. We see this in
the pharmaceuticals industry; we see this in the various
industries that make very complicated medical
machines.
It is also important to reflect on the fact that,
notwithstanding all these changes and notwithstanding
the incredible advances we have seen in all these other
aspects of the health sector, it still remains at its heart a
people-oriented sector. I believe it is the people in this
sector — the nurses, the midwives, the doctors and all
the other people in the community and in hospitals who
provide care — who do much of the healing. The fact
that people are at the heart of this sector drives the
importance of this particular reform, which is about
ensuring that we maintain the presence of people in
treating patients, notwithstanding the fact that we might
be making advances in other aspects of treatment.
What is it that people bring? A number of members
have talked about this, and Ms Patten, who immediately
preceded me, spoke very well about the emotional
attachment that a lot of carers bring. They bring human
touch and other things that machines will obviously
never be able to replicate, including interpersonal care.
Individuals, be they nurses, midwives or others in the
healthcare sector, can pick up on an individual’s needs
in ways that other aspects of health treatment never
will.

SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT RATIOS) BILL 2015
3378

COUNCIL

The highly trained people in the healthcare sector, like
nurses and midwives, have to exercise judgement. I am
sure that just about everybody in the chamber has
experienced health issues, whether personally or in their
families, and it is worth reflecting on the incredible
complexity of what are often seemingly simple cases
and on the judgement calls continually made by
healthcare professionals. They are incredibly complex
judgements that are built on years of experience, seeing
many cases and understanding, often at a subconscious
level, the differences and patterns across the many
cases. That is why it is critical to ensure that we do not
allow cost cutting or a reliance on machines and
technology to take people away from the heart of our
system. That is what drives this reform.
A lot of people have referred to academic studies that
point to better outcomes as a result of higher
nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios.
However, as important as those academic studies are, it
is the judgement, emotional care and support at the
heart of it that are driving those results, and it is
important that we quantify those results so we can
determine the optimal ratios. I believe it is the human
element, which can never be replicated, at the heart of
the healing process that drives those results, and that is
why nurse-to-patient ratios are critical to maintaining
and improving standards of service.
It is critical that ratios are not non-negotiable — there
always has to be a degree of pragmatism and flexibility,
which is allowed for in this act and the accompanying
regulations — but there has to be a degree of firmness
in some aspects of the system. Nurse-to-patient ratios
are one of those aspects of the system that we need to
make firmer. We do not want a situation where, as part
of the argy-bargy of periodic negotiations, ambit claims
are made in this realm of service delivery. In healthcare
systems here and elsewhere nurse-to-patient ratios are
one of those things that are constantly put on the table
as a pressure point. Even if those putting ratios on the
table do not intend to actually change them, I do not
believe it is healthy for the system if the people who
work in the system have to justify what should be a
core element of service delivery.
Imagine if as part of a periodic review of health care we
put on the table the rigours of drug testing. I am sure
that nobody in this chamber would countenance that.
Imagine if every now and then when the federal
government decides what kind of funding it will put
into the pharmaceutical benefits scheme we were to
have another look at the kinds of techniques we use to
test the appropriateness of drugs for humans. There are
clearly some things we do not want to put on the table
when we look at the system. Imagine if somebody

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

suggested that when we have a periodic review of the
health system we should look at the qualifications of
doctors, nurses or midwives.
Again, I think we need to be careful not to overstate the
importance of flexibility in all things. Flexibility often
becomes a mantra, an ideological crutch for
improvement when often it creates uncertainty for no
gain. Therefore just as I think we instinctively would be
more than comfortable entrenching things like
qualifications and drug-testing regimes and techniques
into our healthcare system, I do not think there is
anything at all inappropriate — in fact I think it is a
very positive move — to similarly entrench
nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios. To me
they are just as important as those other elements of the
system in achieving good outcomes for patients. As I
said, the reason is that human beings remain at the heart
of the system and always will. There will never be a
substitute for humans interacting with other humans at
this most vulnerable of times. That is why it is
important that we firm up the way that these aspects of
conditions are treated.
These conditions have been included in enterprise
bargaining agreements previously in a schedule, and I
think it is appropriate that they are now included in
legislation, and that that basically sends a signal to
future governments that when negotiations occur
around conditions, as they inevitably will, this is not
one of those aspects of the operations of the healthcare
system that can be subject to ambit claims or put on the
table as a pressure point. That is a good thing. It is good
for patients and it is good for people who work in the
system. As other speakers have alluded to, I believe
there is sufficient flexibility in this system and
provisions in the legislation and regulations that will
allow for ratios to adjust according to different areas of
the healthcare system and also to adjust over time as
appropriate, and there are also transition arrangements
for those hospitals which are currently below ratio and
which might face particular challenges.
This is an extremely important bill that relates to
solidifying one of the most important aspects of
government service delivery. If we were to take a
survey of people in the community, it is clear that this
constantly rates as one of the highest ranked issues over
time, and I commend the bill to the house as a means of
strengthening our already strong hospital system by
ensuring that something that people in our state have
come to expect will not be the subject of inappropriate
argy-bargy and future negotiations and that patients and
other people who work in the sector can continue with
confidence in the knowledge that these basic conditions
are entrenched.
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Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ordered to be committed next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Koroit and District Primary School
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. It relates to the provision of
solar-powered electronic flashing 40 kilometre-an-hour
school speed zone signs on Commercial Road, Koroit,
outside the Koroit and District Primary School. There
has been very much a grassroots campaign advocating
for the installation of the flashing signs, with Samuel
Sutcliffe last year compiling a petition of over
500 signatures advocating for the flashing
40 kilometre-an-hour speed signs. This is why last year
the coalition made an election commitment to install
these signs.
Our children deserve to be kept safe, and like many
regional towns Koroit is growing, with a current
population of over 2000 people. Commercial Road, on
which Koroit and District Primary School is located, is
a busy road, and solar-powered electronic flashing
40 kilometre-per-hour school zone speed limit signs
would provide an important reminder to all motorists,
whether in cars or trucks, of the need to slow down for
the sake of the safety of the children of Koroit.
I call upon the minister to match the coalition’s election
commitment and install solar-powered electronic
flashing 40 kilometre-per-hour school zone speed limit
signs on Commercial Road, Koroit, outside Koroit and
District Primary School, as a matter of urgency.

Point Cook police station
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My adjournment matter is for the
Minister for Police, and it concerns the severe lack of
police resources in the Wyndham City Council area.
Since my election as a member for Western
Metropolitan Region, I have become increasingly
aware that there are simply not enough police officers
and stations to cope with the population growth in
Wyndham, which is having a devastating impact on the
local community. Figures from Police Association
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Victoria show that the first-response officer-to-resident
ratio in Wyndham is less than half that of the state
average. Considering that population, as I understand it,
is the best predictor for police resources and that
Wyndham is one of the fastest growing local
government areas in Victoria, the situation has become
nothing short of serious.
This lack of police resources has caused a number of
negative consequences in the area. I will give one
example: just recently CDC Victoria had to cancel its
496 and 498 bus route services from 6.30 p.m. due to a
number of incidents involving rock throwing and driver
assault in the Point Cook area. Currently Point Cook is
mostly served by police stationed at Werribee.
However, the Werribee police station is already
stretched above and beyond its limit, and I have been
informed that officers there are already overworked and
under enormous stress. I believe police should be close
to the communities they serve and protect. This is just
simple logic. But the situation is getting worse. With its
population set to increase by 45 per cent over the next
20 years, Point Cook needs a police station, and the
community deserves this sooner rather than later.
I joined the Democratic Labour Party because I believe
in putting people first, and that is what I am seeking to
do now. I frown upon the political game of strategically
positioning infrastructure and services so as to gain
votes or increase popularity. A new police station in
Point Cook is needed and a significant increase in
police resources is needed to catch up with population
growth. This is critical to ensure public safety. Police
stations should not have to triage important calls, public
transport providers should not have to cancel services
for fear of violence and Wyndham families should not
have to wait disproportionately longer than other
Victorians for police assistance. I call on the minister to
make a firm commitment to give the Point Cook
community the police station it desperately needs and
deserves.

Marine search and rescue services
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Emergency Services. The former parliamentary
Economic Development, Infrastructure and Outer
Suburban/Interface Services Committee handed down a
report into marine rescue services in September 2014. I
spoke on this matter in an adjournment debate in
February of this year. However, my office has been
approached by community members and constituents
who have been questioning the progress being made in
implementing the report’s recommendations.
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The report identifies that the sector is facing a number
of disconcerting issues. It also indicates that in 2014
and prior marine rescue services in Victoria were
severely under-resourced, despite the continuous
increase in demand for their services. The inquiry found
that in Victoria the sector is facing an obvious lack of
much-needed statewide regulation. In addition to this,
unlike other Australian states such as New South
Wales, the Victorian sector does not have a governing
body to regulate it. There are ongoing issues with
federal vessel and crew certification laws and
increasing financial burdens. As a result local
fundraising efforts have been used to ease the financial
burden and to meet the increasing demand for marine
rescue services in Victoria.
During the time of the inquiry, and I suspect this trend
has continued, recreational boating in Victoria
increased. The report indicated that in Victoria there
were nearly 173 000 registered powered vessels across
the state and an estimated 40 000 unregistered
recreational vessels. This increase will just continue to
put pressure on our marine services in Victoria.
The inquiry identified that marine rescue services in
Victoria, besides being monitored by a regulatory body,
do not have access to legislative and regulatory
protections to safeguard their work, as the Country Fire
Authority and the Victoria State Emergency Service do.
I therefore ask the minister if she could provide an
update on the progress that is being made to implement
the inquiry’s recommendations.
The PRESIDENT — Order! An update is marginal,
I have to say.

Multicultural Aged Care Services
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing, Martin Foley.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — He is ageing and he cares, I
know.
I visited Multicultural Aged Care Services (MACS) in
Geelong last week and inspected the facility with the
CEO, Joy Leggo, and the chairman, Jordan Macros.
The facility has a mix of commonwealth and
state-funded beds with a mixture of high care to low
care, user pays, independent residential, supported
residential and home care services. MACS turns over
approximately $13 million per year, providing 146 beds
and allocating more than 180 staff to service those beds.
Amongst those support staff there are 25 nationals.
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MACS is currently finishing Annie O’Malley House
and a piazza, which Governor-General Peter Cosgrove
will open on 16 October. I will be attending that
function. MACS has been raising money for a dementia
wing which requires $2 million in funding. The
coalition government through the previous Minister for
Health, David Davis, provided seed funding of $25 000
prior to the last election, and with a grant of $500 000
from the commonwealth and the raising of $900 000 in
public funding, MACS started construction.
I inspected the works on the 14-bed dementia wing last
week with Joy and Jordan, and those works are well
underway. However, there is a gap of $400 000 to fully
fund the wing. MACS has approached the member for
Lara in the other place, John Eren, and the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing, and they have both
said the facility should be funded by the commonwealth
as the state has no money. I understand that the member
for Geelong in the Assembly, Christine Couzens, was
to meet with MACS last week as well.
There is a good argument that the state should play a
funding role in this project, given that it provides a
regional service which fills a service gap that is unique
to the Geelong region. My recommendation was that
we have discussions with the Andrews government
about providing gap funding, and I gave an assurance
that I would do what I could to support its request.
The action I seek from the minister is that he
accompany me to meet with Multicultural Aged Care
Services in Geelong to discuss the state government
funding opportunities that might be available to support
this very worthwhile centre to fill the $400 000 gap in
funding which would finish the construction of the
dementia wing.

Manningham bus services
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Buses are an essential service within
Manningham City Council and the broader Eastern
Metropolitan Region, which I represent. For most
long-suffering residents, buses are the only form of
public transport available to them. Efficient, safe and
frequent buses also develop strong interconnected
communities by providing access to other essential
services such as health and education, employment,
community organisations, arts, cultural, sporting or
social events.
The minister abandoned plans to increase the frequency
and efficiency of Manningham’s buses in April of this
year. At the time she stated that any improvement
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would assist all Victorians. Since then no time frame
has been given on any improvements to bus services.
Even more astonishingly no public commitment has
been made to any such improvements. Public Transport
Victoria could not say when such details would be
available, only that it is working with the government
on a ‘revised bus proposal’.
And as the days turn to weeks and the weeks turn to
months, the residents of Manningham have had enough.
They are demanding to know when the government
will be announcing improvements to this ailing part of
the bus network. The action I request on behalf of the
constituents of Eastern Metropolitan Region is that the
minister release funding for the long-awaited
improvements to Manningham’s bus services.

Invest Gippsland
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — Last Thursday I
had the honour of launching Invest Gippsland on behalf
of the Minister for Regional Development. Invest
Gippsland is an important new program designed to
attract and retain investment from international
emerging markets, specifically Asia, to Gippsland’s
booming food and fibre industry. The current industry
contributes more than $11 billion to our economy and
employs over 87 000 people.
Invest Gippsland will initially focus on the food and
fibre sector, one of Gippsland’s and the state’s critical
growth sectors. Within the Future Industries Fund,
which is the $200 million pledge as part of the Regional
Jobs and Infrastructure Fund, food and fibre will be a
significant area for growth and investment. There are
clear export opportunities for local Gippsland
businesses presented by the Asian food and fibre
market, particularly in China, and I note the Premier’s
comments and those of the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade in this space as well.
In that regard, and this being a high and significant
priority for the government, I ask that the minister visit
Gippsland and identify the areas in which the priority
for food and fibre as part of Invest Gippsland’s export
guide and launch development as well as the
$200 million Future Industries Fund will specifically be
targeted to generate jobs, industry growth and future
prosperity for the region and that she commit to
providing a long-term agenda and strategy in terms of
the way this will deliver jobs, investment and returns
for the area.
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Irrigation sector
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, and it is regarding the
concerns of irrigators about a number of issues they
have with the current water system. My request of the
minister is that she consider the five concerns and
solutions I raise on behalf of irrigators and take both
immediate and long-term steps to address these
concerns to secure the ongoing viability and future of
irrigators and the irrigation district.
I recently met with a number of local irrigators who
represented a larger group of irrigators in my electorate.
The meeting was detailed and informative, with the
overarching message being that irrigators are feeling
undue pressure from the current structure of the water
system and that they fear for the future of their industry
and individual businesses. Five main points of concern
were specified and suggested outcomes were provided
by the irrigators.
The first was carryover water. As we head into another
El Niño irrigators are concerned that speculators in the
water market will buy and hold water to drive up the
price of temporary water. Irrigators believe that only
those who use water for human need, including
irrigators and companies like milk factories, should be
allowed to use carryover water. They acknowledge that
there needs to be some concession for the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder to also carry over water,
but they are adamant that speculators should not be
allowed to carry over water.
The second issue they raised was delivery charges
being borne by the irrigators despite the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder’s and speculators’ water
holdings being stored in and delivered via the same
system. The irrigators believe that delivery charges
need to be socialised across all water holders, including
the environmental water holder and speculators.
The third issue is transparency of water holdings. The
irrigators would like to see a register of water holdings
established so that it is obvious who is holding large
shares. This would operate in a similar way to the stock
exchange, where it is possible to identify who holds
shares in a company and the number of shares they
hold.
The fourth issue is transparency in the trading of water.
The irrigators are concerned that there are currently
opportunities for collusion, gouging and manipulation
of water trading, all of which drive up the cost of
temporary water. They would like to see regulation
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introduced similar to that in other industries, such as the
share market and the real estate industry, to prevent the
manipulation of prices.

certificate of education, vocational education and
training and the Victorian certificate of applied
learning, as well as school-based apprenticeships.

Their fifth issue is water held by the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder. The irrigators believe
that the environmental water holder should be allowed
to sell excess water to irrigators on the temporary
market and that if sold on the temporary market, there
should be no requirement for the environmental water
holder to purchase more water to top up its holdings.

I have had a number of conversations with the minister
regarding schools in my electorate and the work this
government is doing to ensure that Victorian schools
are of a 21st century standard. I know that the minister
will also join me to visit Winchelsea Primary School in
early December to discuss maintenance issues at the
school, which escalated over three years — —

In her media release of 29 September regarding the new
water boards, the minister said:

Mr Ramsay interjected.

My request of the minister is that she consider the five
concerns and solutions I raise on behalf of irrigators and
take both immediate and long-term steps to address
these concerns to secure the ongoing viability and
future of irrigators and the irrigation district.

Ms TIERNEY — During the previous government,
Mr Ramsay. Schools in my electorate have been very
pleased with the minister’s willingness to listen and act
on issues, and now I seek that the minister visit Oberon,
which will provide a great opportunity for him to see
firsthand the good work that is being done there, the
programs it runs and the support the school needs now
and into the future.

Police station security

Truck curfews

Our priorities include providing investment and security of
supply for the irrigation sector …

Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Police. A while ago two police members were
stabbed in Endeavour Hills. Last Friday in Sydney there
was the tragic murder of Curtis Cheng, who was an
unsworn member. What I seek is for the minister to
complete the steps that have been started for the
protection of our sworn members with safety screens
and other measures, but also we need to start looking at
protection for unsworn members, who are unarmed and
quite vulnerable.
The PRESIDENT — Order! What a wonderful
example to everyone.

Oberon High School
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Education, and the action I seek is that the minister
join with me and visit Oberon High School in Belmont
to take in the important work that school is doing and
also to look at the future requirements of that school.
Oberon High has been in existence for over 52 years
and has serviced the Geelong region exceedingly well.
It is an excellent school from year 7 to year 12. At
present the school population is around 700 students,
and they are drawn from a very wide urban, rural and
coastal area. Oberon High offers a diverse range of
disciplines for students, including the Victorian

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The councils
of Kingston, Bayside and Port Phillip are fortunate to
have the magnificent bayside beaches within their
municipalities. They also have a major road route
through all three municipalities that provides a major
link and thoroughfare for heavy vehicle movement
from the south-eastern suburbs and parts of eastern
Victoria to the port of Melbourne.
The mayors from those councils consider road safety to
be of paramount importance and have raised concerns
about the lack of a viable alternative to this route for
heavy vehicle traffic. Concerns have also been
expressed by many of my constituents in the electorate
of Southern Metropolitan Region about the increase in
truck traffic, which will lead to more traffic congestion,
and the subsequent health and road safety concerns
relating to that greater heavy truck movement.
Motions have been moved in the Kingston City Council
on the issue of the prohibition of truck movement at
particular times along the route that affects the City of
Kingston. The mayor of the City of Port Phillip was
quoted in the media earlier this year as wanting to have
a Saturday curfew by summer. I understand that the
mayors have written to the minister about their various
concerns. The minister himself has been well aware of
these concerns for many months. Beach Road has
curfews in place on 10 or more Saturdays due to events.
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Constituents have told me that they do not need further
delays on this issue. They do not want any more
excuses from this government; they want a resolution.
The action I seek is that the minister make a decision as
to those concerns raised by councils as well as
constituents across the electorate of Southern
Metropolitan Region and ensure that the government
makes its intentions clear as to what it will do about
truck curfew times along Beach Road and Beaconsfield
Parade.

Magpie Nest housing program
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing. The
action I seek is that the minister meet personally with
public housing advocates Mark Towler and Lisa
Peterson to discuss their concerns and provide them
with the assurances they are seeking concerning the
Magpie Nest housing program.
Twenty properties acquired by the state government to
make way for the doomed east–west toll road were
recently given to the Magpie Nest program by the
minister. The Greens have been vocal in Parliament and
in the public domain about the critical importance of
public and social housing. We were encouraged by the
Andrews government’s decision to contribute the
20 houses to social housing for Victoria’s vulnerable
people. The Greens have been calling for this to
happen, and every effort to address the housing crisis in
Victoria should be applauded. I would like to see the
government make good on the rest of that promise by
transferring the remaining properties to public housing
as soon as possible.
However, some questions have been raised about the
transfer to the Magpie Nest program run by the
Salvation Army, particularly with regard to the
application of the Residential Tenancies Act 1997
(RTA). The Residential Tenancies Act ensures that all
tenants in private and public housing have certain
rights, such as the right to private enjoyment of a
property, the right to privacy, the right to not be unfairly
evicted and other rights. Mark and Lisa, and those they
represent, need assurances that the RTA applies to the
Magpie Nest program as a whole — to the east–west
link properties as well as to other Magpie Nest
locations.
While we applaud the government’s decision to give
these properties over to social housing, I have also
heard that there was a lack of consultation and
transparency in the decision-making when these
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east–west toll road houses were given to social housing.
Given the importance of a holistic and sustainable
approach to building public and social housing in
Victoria and the urgency of our housing crisis, it is
important that consultations around decisions like this
are as transparent as possible.
The government must engage meaningfully with
housing advocates, who have lived experience of social
housing, and with people in the housing sector, with
their collective wealth of expertise. It is essential that
decisions like this are made transparently and that the
questions key stakeholders raise are answered. I look
forward to hearing from Mark and Lisa, and perhaps
even from the minister himself, about the outcomes of
their meeting.

Wodonga radiotherapy services
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise in the adjournment is for the Minister for
Health and is in relation to radiotherapy services in
Albury-Wodonga. I add Albury because, like many
border communities, Albury and Wodonga have shared
arrangements with regard to many services, including
health services. However, if my constituents who live
in this region do not have private health cover — this
includes many vulnerable residents, such as the elderly,
single parents and the unemployed — and need
radiotherapy, they have no choice but to travel to
Bendigo or Melbourne to access treatment.
I know that for some this means they forgo potentially
lifesaving or life-prolonging treatment that they would
otherwise accept. Those who do choose to travel to
access treatment incur an additional cost burden and a
source of anxiety at a time when more stress is
definitely not needed for the patient battling such illness
or for their family. It is simply not right that country
people should not be able to access the treatment they
need close to their homes, surrounded by support
services and family and friends.
It is vital that this much-needed form of public cancer
treatment is provided to Wodonga and surrounding
regions as soon as possible. I am aware that there are
some ongoing negotiations around the establishment of
an agreement for the provision of full public
radiotherapy services. This is long overdue and
desperately needed in this community. As with many
cross-border issues, I understand that negotiations like
this are very complex and that the issues are many. I
seek advice from the Minister for Health on the status
of the agreement for the short term, and I also call on
her to ensure that there are long-term cancer services in
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the Albury-Wodonga region when the new Albury
Wodonga Regional Cancer Centre opens next year.

Aitken College
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, Luke Donnellan. It concerns Mickleham
Road in Greenvale and in particular Aitken College, the
principal of which, Josie Crisara, has had many long
discussions with me about the growth of residential
areas beyond the college. It is creating quite a problem
now. I know Mr Finn has been a strong advocate for
that area for a long time.
The growth is creating a problem with parents exiting
the school after school time finishes. It can take up to
40 minutes for them to get out onto Mickleham Road
because of the traffic on Mickleham Road coming from
Greenvale, Craigieburn and beyond. My adjournment
matter for the minister is to ask him to get his
department and VicRoads to work with the college to
find a solution for the safe entry and egress of parents to
and from the school. That would probably include
duplicating Mickleham Road from Somerton Road to
Craigieburn Road.
VicRoads has come up with a solution to the college
and said, ‘It will cost you $2.5 million to put a set of
traffic lights in’, which is totally unacceptable for this
college. Parents are now parking in the adjoining
residential estate, which is causing some grief for the
residents as well. I seek the minister’s solution to the
college’s problem as soon as possible.

Kangaroo control
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise today is for the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. Recently I ignited a debate
on kangaroo populations and the damage they do and
the danger they pose to people in rural Victoria — that
is, those who are outside the ring-road. These concerns
have spread throughout regional Victoria. In the
meantime many people have contacted me expressing
the same concerns and support for some of the
suggestions I have made, but not only that, to make
sure that the message is conveyed to the government, as
it seems the matter is starting to fall on deaf ears.
The very vocal minority that has been having a dig at
me from the opposite side of the fence has raised the
issue that there is no quantifiable evidence to suggest
that what I am saying is actually a problem. By the
same token I suggest that it means there is no data or
scientific evidence to suggest that it is not a problem. In
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saying that, I urge the minister to commission a study, a
survey or even a count of kangaroo populations
throughout Victoria to further determine where the
problem areas are and possibly provide further
solutions into the future.

Kingston green wedge
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Health in relation to what seem to be plentiful
rumours about a proposed Kingston memorial park,
which according to reports is planned to be developed
in the Heatherton-Clayton South area. I have raised the
problems concerning this area on a number of
occasions because there have been a number of
conflicting plans and visions for that area, supposedly
the Kingston green wedge. Anyone who drives through
there will know that there are largely degraded tracts of
land and neglected farms. Many of the former
agricultural farms are becoming less viable, and
farmers are keen to move to areas where they can get
more land. The investment required to make them
viable is often in the millions of dollars. The
Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group
designates it as a wet waste hub. The City of Kingston
wants to build on its dream of a chain of parks.
This is an area that I have pursued long and hard. We
have the Dingley bypass, which we funded, and its
completion is scheduled for 2016. Overlaid with that is
this speculated memorial park, which I understand may
be being contemplated by the Southern Metropolitan
Cemeteries Trust. It has a very respectable board and a
very good community advisory committee, but clearly
there are many stakeholders at play here. There are
residents and many multicultural communities that are
uncomfortable at the thought of having a cemetery
close to their homes. There are landowners who believe
that the land may be compulsorily acquired at much
lower value. There are those who aspire to have more
sporting fields built.
There are lots of overlaying plans, and the Minister for
Health needs to facilitate some discussions and perhaps
also work with the Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries
Trust, which is in charge of a number of cemeteries
across the southern region — including two or three in
my area, including at Springvale — and does a great
job. The minister needs to engage with stakeholders to
provide some clarity about what the future of this land
will be, to address the concerns and clarify the plans for
the area — either rule it in or rule it out — and to do it
promptly before there is a siege mentality. A level of
concern is already being reflected in the emails I am
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receiving, and I ask the minister to act at the earliest
possible opportunity.

Racecourse Road–Princes Highway, Pakenham
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I have
been contacted by Mr Jack Mitchell of Pakenham, who
has expressed some concern about the intersection of
Racecourse Road and the Princes Highway in
Pakenham. In particular heading north the left-turn lane
from Racecourse Road into the Princes Highway
requires upgrading and expansion to accommodate the
additional traffic volumes that are emanating from
Racecourse Road onto the Princes Highway. More
broadly, Racecourse Road is becoming a major
collector and feeder road for that part of Pakenham, and
an additional traffic study is required to understand the
future traffic volumes that will be accommodated along
Racecourse Road.
The action I seek from the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety is that in the immediate term he commit to
upgrading the left-turn egress from Racecourse Road to
the Princes Highway at Pakenham and that in the
longer term he work with the Shire of Cardinia to
develop a future strategy to accommodate the vehicle
volume growth that will come from the surrounding
residential area, including from the former Pakenham
racecourse redevelopment, which will put pressure on
Racecourse Road and associated infrastructure. That
study should also investigate pedestrian movements
from one side of Racecourse Road to the other. From
anecdotal feedback from Mr Mitchell and others, I
understand that crossing Racecourse Road is becoming
more and more difficult as traffic volumes increase.

Autism Health & Well Being Expo
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. In July I was honoured to be
asked to open the Autism Health & Well Being Expo at
the Darebin Community Centre. This extraordinarily
successful event was organised by Amanda Curtis, for
whom I have enormous admiration. I will let
Ms Curtis’s words describe what occurred. She stated:
One in 100 people have autism. Finding services and products
to support children, teens and adults with autism is confusing
and difficult. Carers are often forgotten. Educators are
struggling with students on the spectrum in the classrooms. I
ran Melbourne’s first ever Autism Health & Well Being Expo
on 25 July 2015 to provide information to people with autism,
their carers and educators. With 70 exhibitors, high-profile
speakers throughout the day, and around 1500 people through
the doors on the day, it was a tremendous success. I’m a
single mum, I used my savings to get this event off the
ground, and broke even after spending $25 000.
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This is a remarkable achievement by Amanda Curtis.
Having spent some considerable time there on the day,
I know that there was something for everybody.
Someone described the expo to me as Disneyland for
somebody with autism, because it showed a wide
variety of services available to people with autism and
their families.
The very great concern that Ms Curtis has — and a
number of others share this concern, including me — is
that the expo will be a one-off. As members can
imagine, for a single mum who has a child on the
spectrum and who has put in $25 000 of her own
money to get this up off the ground, this can only be a
one-off. It is impossible to believe that she would be
able to do this on another occasion, let alone every year.
I ask the minister to provide some funding for
Ms Curtis to ensure that the 2016 Autism Health &
Well Being Expo occurs. My understanding is that the
expo is a first for Victoria and probably for Australia.
We should be particularly proud of this initiative. I ask
the minister to show his pride and to put forward the
money necessary to ensure that this expo occurs again
next year.

Responses
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — A
number of matters have been raised by members, and I
will seek responses from ministers.
Mr Morris raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety about a school safety zone in Koroit,
and in particular solar 40 kilometre-per-hour zone
signs.
Dr Carling-Jenkins raised a matter for the Minister for
Police about the need for a Point Cook police station
upgrade and some of the challenges arising from the
significant population growth in the City of Wyndham.
Mr Eideh raised a matter for the Minister for
Emergency Services and sought from the minister an
update on the implementation of recommendations
arising from the Economic Development, Infrastructure
and Outer Suburban/Interface Services Committee
inquiry into and report on marine rescue services in
Victoria, a committee in which Mr Eideh participated.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing and asked that the
minister accompany him on a visit to meet with a
multicultural aged-care service in Geelong. He spoke in
particular about its efforts to attract funding for a new
dementia wing.
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Ms Dunn raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport in relation to the government’s planned
improvements to bus services in the City of
Manningham.

and New South Wales on the provision of regional
cancer services, in particular how people in the
Albury-Wodonga region are able to get timely access to
radiotherapy services.

Ms Shing raised a matter for my attention, and it
follows her recent visit and involvement with Invest
Gippsland and agribusinesses in her electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region. In particular she asked that I
visit Gippsland to meet with agribusinesses to provide
information about the opportunities that exist in relation
to the Future Industries Fund and the work the
government is undertaking to develop a long-term
agenda and strategy as we seek to grow our
$11.6 billion food and fibre industries. I indicate to
Ms Shing that on this occasion I would be more than
happy to do that, and we will organise a date and get on
to that as quickly as possible. That would be my
absolute pleasure.

Mr Ondarchie raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, in particular issues of congestion at
school times in Mickleham Road, and sought that
Mr Donnellan ask his department to work with the
school community on solutions to the congestion
challenges that exist there, particularly around drop-off
and pick-up times.

Ms Lovell raised a matter for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water and sought to
bring to the attention of the minister five issues that
local irrigators have raised with her around a water
market, water trading issues and concerns they have.
Ms Lovell wished to bring those matters to Minister
Neville’s attention, and I will pass that on.
Mr Bourman made everybody else look overly wordy,
as the President observed, with a very succinct request
that the Minister for Police consider improved safety
measures for Victoria’s police officers. I am sure that
that is of enormous interest to the minister and that he
will respond to Mr Bourman in due course.
Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for
Education, James Merlino, about Oberon High School
in Geelong and facilities and other matters facing that
school community. Ms Tierney’s request of
Mr Merlino was that he visit with her and meet with
people at Oberon High School in Geelong.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The action she
seeks is a response from Mr Donnellan on the question
of truck curfews on Beach Road and Beaconsfield
Parade, particularly as we enter the summer months.
That is of particular interest to Ms Crozier.
Ms Springle raised a matter for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing and sought that the
minister meet with two constituents and community
representatives on issues in relation to Magpie Nest. I
will pass that on to the minister.
Ms Symes raised a matter for the Minister for Health in
relation to the status of the agreement between Victoria

Mr Young raised a matter for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water in relation to
the kangaroo population in regional Victoria.
Mr Young sought to redefine regional Victoria as the
other side of the ring-road. I would urge Mr Young to
consider the more traditional definition that we use in
the Regional Development Victoria Act 2002, but I do
know what he means. What Mr Young is after from
Ms Neville is that a kangaroo population study be
commissioned, as he has encountered what seems to be
a bit of to and fro around evidence to support his
concerns and those of many other people in regional
Victoria about our kangaroo population.
Mrs Peulich raised a matter for the Minister for Health.
She is seeking the minister’s engagement with the
community in response to rumours about the possible
establishment of a Kingston memorial park and
alternative uses for an area of land that rumours suggest
may be identified for use by the Southern Metropolitan
Cemeteries Trust. I will ask Ms Hennessy to provide a
response to that.
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety around the intersection of
Racecourse Road and Princes Highway in Pakenham.
He had a number of suggestions from a constituent of
his about some short-term and some longer term
opportunities to provide an upgrade to that intersection.
Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. Everybody in this house knows
what a passionate advocate for autism services Mr Finn
is. He has been raising matters around the availability
of and access to services for people with autism for a
while now in the Parliament. On this occasion Mr Finn
spoke about the remarkable efforts of one Amanda
Curtis in organising the Autism Health & Well Being
Expo and sought from the minister some consideration
of funding so that this event can be held in future years.
I am sure the minister will provide Mr Finn with a
response to that.
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I indicate that I have written responses to adjournment
matters raised by Ms Fitzherbert, Ms Lovell and
Mr Ondarchie on 4 August; Mr Finn and Mr Ramsay
on 19 August; Mr Purcell, Mr Ramsay, Ms Tierney and
Mr Young on 20 August; Mr Eideh on 1 September;
Ms Bath on 2 September; Ms Crozier, Mr Leane and
Mrs Peulich on 3 September; Mr Mulino and
Ms Tierney on 15 September; Ms Lovell and
Ms Tierney on 16 September; and Mr Drum, Mr Leane,
Ms Patten, Mr O’Donohue and Mr Ramsay on
17 September.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.38 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Kangaroo control
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Special Minister of State
16 September 2015

RESPONSE:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) does not require authorisation holders to
report on how many animals are actually controlled based on an assessment of the impact of the animals on crops,
pastures or environment or safety. The Authority to Control Wildlife (ATCW) data represents the maximum
number of animals approved to be controlled, not necessarily the actual number of animals controlled.
It is DELWP policy that all practical non-lethal options must be exhausted before an ATCW for lethal control will
be considered.
DELWP staff randomly inspect a number of ATCWs each year. ATCWs include strict conditions to ensure
animals are controlled in a humane manner. Anyone acting on an ATCW is required by law to comply with the
ATCW conditions. Non-compliance may result in cancellation of the authorisation, legal action or fines.

Electorate office staff
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Agriculture
17 September 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
All of my Electorate Officers have been hired at my discretion, in accordance with standard practices.

Electorate office staff
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Agriculture
17 September 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Mr Mintern has been a Ministerial Adviser in my office since 5 December 2014. I continue to have absolute
confidence in him, as I did when I first employed him.

PETITIONS
Wednesday, 7 October 2015

Wednesday, 7 October 2015
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
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Ballarat Health Services — Report, 2014–15.
Barwon Health — Report, 2014–15.
Beaufort and Skipton Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Beechworth Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Benalla Health — Report, 2014–15.

Following petition presented to house:

Grand Final Friday
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
At a time of high and rising unemployment and when many
businesses are already doing it tough, Daniel Andrews’s new
grand final parade public holiday will impose a major new
cost that will see many businesses close their doors for the
day, employees lose much-needed shifts and significant
damage inflicted on our state’s economy. The Andrews
government’s own assessment of the cost of new public
holidays to Victoria is nearly $900 million per year.
The impact of these additional costs will not be restricted to
businesses, with local government and hospitals also affected,
leaving ratepayers and the community to foot the bill. We
therefore call on the Daniel Andrews Labor government to
reverse its decision to introduce the grand final parade public
holiday.

By Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(331 signatures).

Bendigo Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2014–15 report.
Bendigo Health Care Group — Report, 2014–15.
Boort District Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Calvary Health Care Bethlehem Ltd — Report, 2014–15.
Casterton Memorial Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Castlemaine Health — Report, 2014–15.
Central Gippsland Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Cobram District Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Cohuna Community Nursing Home Inc. — Report, 2014–15.
Colac Area Health — Report, 2014–15.
Confiscation Act 1997 — Report 2014–15 under
section 139A by Victoria Police.
Dental Health Services Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Disability Services Commissioner — Report, 2014–15.

Laid on table.
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Djerriwarrh Health Services — Report, 2014–15.
Docklands Studios Melbourne Pty Ltd — Report, 2014–15.

Laid on table by Clerk:
Albury Wodonga Health — Report, 2014–15.
Alexandra District Health — Report, 2014–15.
Alfred Health — Report, 2014–15.
Alpine Health — Report, 2014–15.
Ambulance Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Dunmunkle Health Services — Report, 2014–15.
East Grampians Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
East Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Eastern Health — Report, 2014–15.
Echuca Regional Health — Report, 2014–15.

Auditor-General’s Office — Report, 2014–15.

Edenhope and District Memorial Hospital — Report,
2014–15.

Auditor-General’s Reports on —

Emerald Tourist Railway Board — Report, 2014–15.

Delivering Services to Citizens and Consumers via
Devices of Personal Choice: Phase 2, October 2015
(Ordered to be published).

Film Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Financial System Controls Report: Information
Technology 2014–15, October 2015 (Ordered to be
published).

Geelong Performing Arts Centre — Report, 2014–15.

Austin Health — Report, 2014–15.
Bairnsdale Regional Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Ballarat General Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2014–15 report.

Geelong Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2014–15.

Gippsland Southern Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Goulburn Valley Health — Report, 2014–15.
Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2014–15.
Health Purchasing Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Health Services Commissioner — Report, 2014–15.
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Heathcote Health — Report, 2014–15.

Peninsula Health — Report, 2014–15.

Hepburn Health Service — Report, 2014–15.

Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre — Report, 2014–15.

Hesse Rural Health Service — Report, 2014–15.

Portland District Health — Report, 2014–15.

Heywood Rural Health — Report, 2014–15.

Queen Elizabeth Centre — Report, 2014–15.

Inglewood and Districts Health Service — Report, 2014–15.

Radiation Advisory Committee — Report, 2014–15.

Kerang District Health — Report, 2014–15.

Robinvale District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.

Kilmore and District Hospital — Report, 2014–15.

Rochester and Elmore District Health Service — Report,
2014–15.

Kooweerup Regional Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Royal Children’s Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Kyabram District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Kyneton District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Royal Women’s Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Latrobe Regional Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Rural Northwest Health — Report, 2014–15.
Library Board of Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Seymour District Memorial Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Lorne Community Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
South Gippsland Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Maldon Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
South West Healthcare — Report, 2014–15.
Mallee Track Health and Community Service — Report,
2014–15.

Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2014–15.

Mansfield District Hospital — Report, 2014–15.

St Vincent’s Hospital (Melbourne) Ltd — Report, 2014–15.

Maryborough District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.

Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —

Melbourne Health — Report, 2014–15.

Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992 — No. 108.

Melbourne Recital Centre Ltd — Report, 2014–15.
Mental Health Complaints Commissioner — Report,
2014–15.

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
No. 110.
Freedom of Information Act 1982 — No. 111.

Mental Health Tribunal — Report, 2014–15.
Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010 — No. 109.
Mercy Public Hospitals Inc. — Report, 2014–15.
Metropolitan Planning Authority — Report, 2014–15.
Mildura Cemetery Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2014–15 report.

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 112.
Stawell Regional Health — Report, 2014–15.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —

Monash Health — Report, 2014–15.
Moyne Health Services — Report, 2014–15.
Museums Board of Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Nathalia District Hospital — Report, 2014–15.
Northeast Health Wangaratta — Report, 2014–15.
Northern Health — Report, 2014–15.
Numurkah District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Ombudsman — Report, 2014–15 (Ordered to be published).
Omeo District Health — Report, 2014–15.
Orbost Regional Health — Report, 2014–15.
Otway Health — Report, 2014–15.

Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory
Rules Nos. 104 to 107.
Legislative Instruments and related documents
under 16B in respect of —
Electronic conveyancing operating requirements
(Version 3), 30 September 2015, under the
Electronic Conveyancing (Adoption of National
Law) Act 2013.
Electronic conveyancing participation rules
(Version 3), 30 September 2015, under the
Electronic Conveyancing (Adoption of National
Law) Act 2013.
Order in Council declaring VicRoads as a specified
entity, 29 September 2015, under the Financial
Management Act 1994.
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Registrar’s requirements for paper conveyancing
transactions (Version 1), 30 September 2015, under
the Transfer of Land Act 1958.
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ECONOMIC, EDUCATION, JOBS AND
SKILLS COMMITTEE
Membership

Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Reports 2014–15 pursuant
to section 30L by the —
Australian Crime Commission.
Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — By
leave, I move:
That Mr Bourman be appointed to the Economic, Education,
Jobs and Skills Committee.

Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning.

Motion agreed to.
Game Management Authority.
Independent Broad-Based Anti-Corruption
Commission.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Infrastructure Victoria board

Swan Hill District Health — Report, 2014–15.
Tallangatta Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Terang and Mortlake Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Timboon and District Healthcare Service — Report,
2014–15.
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service — Minister’s
report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Upper Murray Health and Community Services — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Arts Centre Trust — Report 2014–15.
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation (VicHealth) —
Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Institute of Forensic Mental Health — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Pharmacy Authority — Minister’s report of receipt
of 2014–15 report.
West Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Western District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Western Health — Report, 2014–15.
Wimmera Health Care Group — Report, 2014–15.
Yarram and District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
want to do something novel in the Parliament of
Victoria: I want to make the very first announcement of
certain outcomes in the Parliament. This has not been
publicly announced prior to my ministers statement this
morning. The government has established by law
Infrastructure Victoria, and I will now announce the
membership of the board of Infrastructure Victoria.
This will be publicly announced outside of the
Parliament subsequent to my announcement in the
Parliament.
I am very pleased to say to the chamber that we have
been joined by some excellent independent board
members who will make up the body that will provide
guidance to the Victorian community about our
long-term infrastructure needs.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I actually think this is
a very welcome precedent. From my point of view as a
person who believes in the institution of Parliament, I
think this is one of the better things that has happened
in a long, long time. To have a minister making an
announcement that is absolutely new and is to the
benefit of the house in terms of the information and to
have that minister heckled with interjections is just not
on. I hear another peep, and that person can go to
morning tea.

Yarrawonga District Health Service — Report, 2014–15.
Yea and District Memorial Hospital — Report, 2014–15.

Mr JENNINGS — I thank you, President, for your
support of Infrastructure Victoria and the importance of
the nature of this announcement. I will announce that
Jim Miller, who is a current deputy chair of
Infrastructure Partnerships Australia, a former
executive director at Macquarie Capital, from 1994 to
this year, and a person of great and extensive
knowledge about infrastructure right across this nation
who is well regarded in the finance and construction
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industries, in the public policy and academia areas and
in all the financial institutions across Australia, will
chair Infrastructure Victoria as it acquits its important
work. He will be joined by Maria Wilton, an expert in
financial services and financial management and a
director of the Financial Services Council and the
National Breast Cancer Foundation. They will be joined
by Margaret Gardner, the vice-chancellor of Monash
University, and Ann Sherry, who has extensive
experience in infrastructure and banking matters. They
will be joined by the secretaries of the relevant
agencies — the Department of Premier and Cabinet, the
Department of Treasury and Finance, and the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning — in doing that important work for Victoria
into the future.

Early childhood educators
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on the
significant milestone achieved in the early childhood
educators enterprise bargaining process. On
24 September the parties announced that a key
milestone had been reached, with the parties signing a
heads of agreement. This paves the way for a deal to be
finalised; the previous Liberal government had stalled it
for two years. For two years early childhood services
and educators felt the cost of Liberal government
inaction as the industrial dispute rolled on unaddressed.
Last year Victorian families felt the cost of inaction by
the Liberal government when kinder teachers and
educators took stop-work action. Before the election
Labor made a commitment to help the employer
associations and the Australian Education Union
resolve the dispute. We have delivered on that promise.
Since February we have provided assistance in
continuing talks between the parties.
It is encouraging to see that an in-principle agreement
has now been reached on the key terms and conditions.
The heads of agreement recognise the importance of
early childhood teachers and educators and will see
teachers and educators being offered improved salary
structures and increased opportunities for career
progression. Importantly, this agreement will deliver
pay parity between preschool teachers and school
teachers.
The agreement will support the early childhood sector
to attract and retain talented and highly qualified staff,
meaning a better deal for Victorian children and their
families. This will provide a significant boost to quality
through the attracting and retaining of excellent
teachers and educators in kindergartens — and we
know parents value high quality early learning.
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It is also important to note that the agreement reached is
consistent with the government’s wages policy whilst
achieving greater flexibility in rostering arrangements
for service providers. The new agreement is another
step forward in the Labor government’s positive agenda
for early childhood services and in making Victoria the
education state.
This is a good deal for Victorian families, who felt the
cost of inaction on the part of the Liberal government,
and a good deal for our early childhood teachers and
educators. This is a win for Victorian families, who will
benefit from their children getting greater value out of
the time they spend at kinder and being better prepared
for school and life.

Recreational fishing grants
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I wish
to inform the house that angling clubs and community
organisations hoping to improve fishing opportunities
can now apply for funding, complementing the
government’s Target One Million initiative. The
2015–16 recreational fishing grants program is now
open to fishing clubs, community groups, incorporated
bodies, registered companies and government and
statutory bodies.
The grants program reinvests revenue from the sale of
recreational fishing licences into projects that benefit
this popular pastime and ensure sustainable fisheries
now and into the future. Project proposals between
$5000 and $100 000 qualify for the large grants
component of the program; applications for these close
on 29 February 2016. Large grants can be used for
projects relating to fisheries sustainability and habitat
improvement; fishing access and facilities;
fisheries-related education, information and training;
and recreational fisheries research. The small grants, of
up to $5000, are available year round.
Recreational fishing contributes significantly to the
social and economic wellbeing of people in Melbourne
and regional Victoria, so we need good ideas for the
right projects in the right places. We would like to see
project applications that will really make a difference to
local anglers and make it easier for newcomers to wet a
line.
These grants will deliver better facilities, better
knowledge and better fishing opportunities for our
anglers. These licence-funded projects complement the
Andrews Labor government’s Target One Million plan
for recreational fishing that aims to get Victorians
fishing more often by boosting participation to
1 million anglers by 2020.
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We want to grow recreational fishing in Victoria, and
as members might be aware, the 2015 Victorian budget
delivered $20 million to kickstart this plan, including
the cessation of commercial netting in Port Phillip and
Corio bays, increasing fish stocks, improving fishing
and boating facilities and helping local clubs promote
this great pastime. I urge all members to share this
information with their communities.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Great Forest National Park
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My office
recently took part in the parliamentary internship
program, hosting Hamish Scully from Monash
University. Mr Scully researched and wrote a detailed
report on the economic and social benefits of the
creation of the Great Forest National Park, east of
Melbourne. The report looks at various economic
benefits, which include tourism investment and
recreational and non-quantifiable values. Currently
Victorian national parks employ over 41 000 people,
and visitors to these parts generate around $2.6 billion
for the Victorian economy each year.
Several pertinent case studies, such as those on the
Yarra Valley, Dandenongs, Grampians and Wilsons
Promontory national parks, show that there is
significant economic value in the creation of national
parks. For instance, for every dollar spent by state
government in the Grampians National Park there is a
benefit to the Victorian economy of $21.
There is still no word on the terms of reference for the
industry task force. I suggest its members read this
report, work out what has to happen to transition the
timber industry to plantation and get on with a
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council
investigation into a Great Forest National Park, so the
state can reap the benefits for our economy, society,
health and wellbeing, environment and the
Leadbeater’s possum.
I commend the work of Mr Scully and the
parliamentary internship program, and I am delighted to
release this report so we can all understand the
economic development opportunities that are there for
the taking.

Luke Batty
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the coroner’s recent report into the death of
Luke Batty. In doing so I want to pay tribute to the
tireless campaigning of his mother, Ms Rosie Batty,
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whom the coroner recognises as a loving, caring,
intelligent and thoughtful mother.
The coroner found the responsibility for Luke’s murder
lies with his deceased father, Greg Anderson, and
no-one else. There is no validated risk assessment tool
that can accurately predict whether a parent is likely to
commit such a horrible crime. Luke’s murder came
after years of domestic violence by his father towards
both Luke and his mother. Mr Anderson’s reasons for
killing his son remain unknown. Ms Batty has
suggested a possible reason was that Luke was growing
older and wished to withdraw from his father, and that
Mr Anderson wished to control his son.
This vindicates what many have said about the need to
change the idea that some men still have that women
are to be controlled by men. While no individual other
than Mr Anderson is responsible for Luke’s death, there
are gaps in the system that must be fixed. Many
recommendations have been made by the coroner,
which hopefully the government will adopt. For
example, we need to reduce delays in executing
warrants and serving family violence intervention
orders. These sorts of delays resulted in protective
measures for Luke expiring.
Bail for domestic violence perpetrators needs to be
reconsidered. The coroner advises introducing warning
flags into police systems to identify high-risk
perpetrators in order to address this problem. While the
coroner stated that Luke’s death was not foreseeable by
anyone, the gaps in the system must be fixed.

Peninsula Link signage
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I would
like to congratulate the federal member for Dunkley,
Bruce Billson, on securing $125 000 from the
commonwealth government to upgrade signage along
the Peninsula Link. Mr Billson, in close consultation
with the relevant state and local authorities, has secured
32 new signs, which will be installed, and 14 alterations
will be made to existing signs along Peninsula Link and
its approaches. New township directional signage will
be installed for Baxter, Langwarrin, Mornington,
Mount Eliza, Frankston, Mount Martha, Cranbourne,
Tooradin, Portsea, Somerville, Tyabb, Hastings,
Flinders and Phillip Island.
While Peninsula Link has been a great piece of
infrastructure for local residents and tourists alike, there
have been ongoing discussions about the directional
signage and the inability of tourists and people new to
the area to identify the correct turn-offs for particular
tourist locations or towns.
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Mr Billson has been a tireless campaigner for this
project over several years. He secured a commitment
from the commonwealth coalition government, and he
has continued to fight to make sure this is implemented.
Now that the approvals have been given, I congratulate
him on this project, which will help tourists and local
residents alike.

National Police Remembrance Day
Mr O’DONOHUE — Finally, I congratulate
Victoria Police on the National Police Remembrance
Day activities last week. They were a fitting tribute to
the fallen men and women of Victoria Police.

Mobile Black Spot program
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to
congratulate the Andrews Labor government on its
cooperative work with the federal government and
Telstra to maximise funding for the elimination of
mobile phone black spots. The mobile phone network is
a vital piece of infrastructure for the 21st century. The
mobile phone is ubiquitous these days. Mobile phone
black spots are not merely an inconvenience, they are a
safety risk. In times of bushfire the mobile phone is an
important source of real-time information in a
hazardous and rapidly changing environment. The
109 new phone towers, worth $86 million, will not only
keep Victorians safer in times of emergency but will
boost regional productivity. It is estimated that the
regional economy will be boosted by $120 million per
year when another 12 000 homes experience the
benefits of the new towers.
I am most pleased to say that my electorate of Western
Victoria Region will be receiving 52 of the 109 towers.
Tiny places such as Muntham and Pigeon Ponds will
have improved reception, and the Andrews Labor
government will give tourists the infrastructure they
expect with the improvements at Cape Otway and
Apollo Bay along the Great Ocean Road. People in
at-risk bushfire areas such as Carlisle River in the
Otways and the Victoria Valley will be safer with
access to top-class communications infrastructure, and
it is good to see that sizable regional towns such as
Portland will benefit from this important addition to the
state’s infrastructure. I congratulate the government.

Palace Theatre
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
week I wrote to the Minister for Planning regarding
reports of more demolition works occurring inside
20–30 Bourke Street, which was originally the Palace
Theatre and is now known as the Palace Metro. The
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National Trust and the Save the Palace group have also
written to the minister, and I pay tribute to those
organisations for their ongoing efforts in this matter.
In answer to a question from the member for
Melbourne in the Assembly, Ellen Sandell, the minister
yesterday implied that because significant works have
been undertaken inside the venue it is not worth
protecting the historic interior and that the external
facade is all that is important. This is not true, as I
pointed out in Parliament in December 2013. The
interior of the Palace Metro is impressive and unique
and has always been admired. Despite alterations over
the years, including the recent removal of some period
features by the current owner, the interior retains its
original plan form, including its famous balconies,
staircases and its amphitheatre shape, which are a
marker of the building’s long history and social heritage
and which are still intact.
In 1987 the Palace became the Metro Nightclub and
was celebrated as one of the most advanced and
impressive nightclubs in the world with its use of
cutting-edge technology while retaining the historic
ambience. On Network Ten’s Night Life television
program from the opening night of the Metro
Nightclub, hosted by Molly Meldrum, comments in
respect of the new nightclub included:
This is really fabulous.

And:
If this was in New York it would be the toast of the world.

Yet in Melbourne we are in danger of losing this rare,
much-loved and historic venue that has chronicled part
of Victoria’s cultural history over more than a century
because the heritage and planning mechanisms have so
far failed to protect it. It is not good enough for the
government to just let this happen.

Nichols Point school buildings
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I rise to congratulate one of my constituents
from Northern Victoria Region, Mrs Joan Shaw, who
through her community activism has succeeded in
having a historic rotunda and original school building
built in 1906 retained as a community asset for Nichols
Point. I was contacted by Mrs Shaw, who had just
celebrated her 70th birthday, to express her concerns
about the need to preserve these historic buildings. The
former Nichols Point Primary School had been unused
for several years, was dilapidated and was exposed to
vandalism.
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Plans for demolition of these buildings, as well as
several others in Merbein and Ouyen, prompted locals
to form an action group to try to save the site. Working
with my colleague the Minister for Education, James
Merlino, the local council and the local community I
am proud to say we have acted to protect these
important local buildings. Mrs Shaw, her community
and the local council are to be congratulated on
collaborating to reassess these structures and ensure that
those with historic value will remain community assets
long into the future.
Saving the former Nichols Point Primary School
demonstrates how the Andrews Labor government
listens to and works with local communities in seeking
sustainable solutions for the benefit of those
communities.

Serendib Awards
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — On Friday,
2 October, I had the pleasure of joining Victoria’s Sri
Lankan community for the Serendib Awards gala
evening. This event celebrates community nominees
who have made significant contributions to the
Victorian community across business, professional,
media, youth, women’s affairs and other categories.
I would like to congratulate all winners, but I would
particularly like to mention two from Shepparton: Sam
Atukorala, who won the silver award for community,
and Azem Elmaz, who won the gold award for the
editor’s choice. Both Sam and Azem are highly
regarded in Shepparton for the work they do in our
community.

St Georges Road Food Festival
Ms LOVELL — On 27 September I attended the
St Georges Road Food Festival in Shepparton. The strip
shopping centre traders in St Georges Road represent a
range of cultures, and this event gives the wider
community the opportunity to celebrate our
multiculturalism. It was the second year the festival has
been held, and more than 2000 people took the
opportunity to taste foods and be entertained by music
and dancing displays by people from the many cultures
who call Shepparton home. I look forward to seeing the
festival continue to grow into the future.

Mercy Place Shepparton
Ms LOVELL — In late September I was pleased to
attend the Mercy Day afternoon celebration at Mercy
Place Shepparton and present employees with
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recognition of service certificates. Thank you to all
aged-care workers who care for our senior citizens.

Church Street, Whittlesea
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Saturday, 26 September, it was my pleasure to attend a
ceremony for the newly completed Church Street,
Whittlesea, streetscape development. The event was
hosted by the mayor of the Whittlesea Shire Council,
Cr Ricky Kirkham, together with council officers. I
thank Whittlesea Shire Council for a well-organised
morning. As always, I was happy to talk to local
residents after viewing the new streetscape.

Louis Fleyfel
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, I am
delighted to congratulate Mr Louis Fleyfel, AO, on his
recent investiture into the knighthood of the Papal
Order of St Gregory the Great. This is a singular honour
bestowed on Louis by the Holy Father in Rome for his
continuing good works and benevolence in both the
church and the wider Victorian community. Louis has
made his family and the entire Australian Lebanese
community proud. I know that Louis is not a person
who seeks recognition or awards for his charitable
works, but in my opinion he is a very worthy recipient.

Our Lady of Lebanon, Thornbury
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on Sunday,
27 September, I attended Our Lady of Lebanon church
in Thornbury. A mass had been organised by the
Lebanese forces to commemorate the souls and martyrs
of the Lebanese resistance. This annual solemn
occasion was very well attended and gave us all cause
to reflect on the suffering and sacrifice of Lebanese
men and women who have paid the ultimate price for
freedom.

Minister for Agriculture
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Last weekend
was certainly very interesting, starting on Friday
morning with an amazing initiative by the Victorian
Governor, Linda Dessau, who hosted around
600 community football volunteers at Government
House. With the AFL chairman, Mike Fitzpatrick, and
CEO, Gillon McLachlan, along with the Premier, the
Governor was able to thank those in Victoria who had
been put forward by their clubs as hero volunteers. It
was an amazing event.
However, what really astounded me about the weekend
was the tweet that came out of the Minister for
Agriculture’s office saying how delighted she was
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about the beautiful weather across western Victoria and
the seven-day forecast. While tens of thousands of
farmers across Victoria are facing a season of ruined
crops due to a lack of spring rain, the only explanation
anyone could draw from the minister’s comments is
that either she is too dumb to realise that being so
delighted about a dry seven-day forecast would
absolutely gut the farming industry she leads, or she
knew her comments would seriously upset the
agricultural industry and she simply did not care.
In prioritising sticking up for her embattled Premier,
who was taking an absolute belting for his brain fade of
creating a state with more public holidays than any
other, the Minister for Agriculture thought it would be a
real winner for her to tell the world that she was
dancing in the sun and basking in the dry weather while
her entire agricultural sector was dealing with one of
the driest finishes to a cropping season for many years.
Labor has a track record of putting ministers into the
agriculture portfolio who have no idea about their
portfolio, such as a former member for Bendigo West
in the Assembly, Bob Cameron, who was a nice guy
but a lawyer; a former member for Ripon in the
Assembly, Joe Helper, a nice guy but a mechanic; the
Minister for Agriculture, Jaala Pulford, a nice lady but a
union organiser. Total disrespect — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Message received from Assembly informing Council
that they have agreed to following resolution:
That the resolution of the house of 18 August 2015 be
amended to extend the reporting date for the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee’s inquiry into allegations made
against the Auditor-General no later than 10 November 2015.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — By
leave, I move:
That:
(a) the resolution of the house of 18 August 2015 be
amended to extend the reporting date for the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee’s inquiry into
allegations made against the Auditor-General no later
than 10 November 2015; and
(b) a message will be sent to the Assembly acquainting
them of the Council’s resolution.

Motion agreed to.
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That in accordance with standing order 11.01, there be tabled
in the Council, by 12 noon on Wednesday, 11 November
2015, a copy of all documents created on or after 4 December
2014, or used to inform departmental decisions or ministerial
briefings on or after 4 December 2014, in relation to the City
of Port Phillip draft planning scheme amendment C107,
including but not limited to —
(1) all correspondence to/from the Department of Economy,
Jobs, Transport and Resources and Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning;
(2) all correspondence to/from the Minister for Planning, the
Honourable Richard Wynne, MP, dealing with
amendment C107; and
(3) an extract copy of the Minister for Planning’s diary
identifying meetings held or attended in relation to
amendment C107.

I note that the date for production has been amended
due to the standing order.
This is a strip of land that begins at Dorcas Street and
runs south. It has Queens Road on one boundary and
St Kilda Road on the other. It crosses over to the north
of Albert Park Lake area. It is a significant area for
development. There is already significant and intense
development there. The government convened a panel.
The panel recommended virtually unrestrained
development. The City of Port Phillip has undertaken a
process which has resulted in the draft planning scheme
amendment C107. There has been significant
community input, both from local residents and from
the council area more generally. It is a useful addition
to the approach to this area.
There are significant issues if you are going to have
intense development, and this is an area where
significant development can occur, but it needs to be
structured in the right way. You need to ensure that
traffic plans are undertaken in a way that results in
sensible traffic movements. At the same time you need
to make sure that the visual amenity is protected and
that the facilities that need to be in place are in place. It
is not sufficient just to point to some of the large parks
nearby. In my view there also need to be better plans
for smaller open spaces in and around the area.
There need to be public spaces in those areas that
support the longer term amenity of the area. There is a
significant planning challenge here to do more intense
development but to do it in a careful way that results in
an outcome which is to the long-term benefit of the
community. I have talked to many people in that area. I
have talked to a number of the building groups and

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Wednesday, 7 October 2015

COUNCIL

people from some of the towers in the area, and there is
significant concern about how the government intends
to go about this process. It is important and in the
public interest to have these documents. They will
inform the chamber and the community of the process
that the department and the minister are going through
and the weight and approach they are putting on the
contribution of the City of Port Phillip.
It is also important to understand the differences that
relate to the C107 planning scheme amendment and its
claim for mandatory height limits and the proposals for
discretionary arrangements. These issues need to be
dealt with in a way that ultimately benefits the
community in the precinct. Planning in this area has to
give a long-term benefit. North of Dorcas Street and
into the city we have seen the Minister for Planning
slap on a series of controls in what can only be
described as a chaotic approach to that issue. People
have different views about that, but the one thing that is
clear is that it has created absolute pandemonium in the
planning industry and in the development industry.
We have the opportunity to get this right, and these
documents will inform the understanding of the
chamber, local members and the community of the
processes of the department and the minister and the
weight that is accorded to these different inputs. It is
important also to see what influences the minister and
to understand his approach to this set of decisions.
I compliment the council on the steps it has taken and
on its involvement of the community. I have walked
around a large part of this area and looked at many of
the different problems that are going to have to be
confronted during this process. There is also a plan to
put part of the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel underneath
the area. The briefing held in South Yarra last week did
not inform us about the exact location of the Melbourne
Metro rail tunnel. It is clear that this is still in flux, there
is still some level of confusion, and there are indicative
sitings on some of these so-called maps at the moment.
Again I pay tribute to the local community in the
planned zone bounded by the C107 draft planning
scheme amendment. These documents are very much
in the public interest, and I seek the chamber’s support
for that reason.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I appreciate the opportunity
to speak to Mr Davis’s motion. In and of itself the
motion is nothing new or even outstanding, no doubt
much to Mr Davis’s chagrin. The City of Port Phillip
has undertaken a process, one that Mr Davis was keen
to support and publicly advocate for, and surprisingly
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he believed it was a good process. I say ‘surprisingly’
because Mr Davis is not known for giving praise to
people of different political persuasions to his own, so I
accept in good faith the kind words that he has had to
say about the City of Port Phillip.
In effect this motion is trying to circumvent or cut short
a process of government that is underway right now. It
seeks the tabling by 11 November of documents that
have been created since we came to government in
relation to City of Port Phillip planning scheme
amendment C107. Paragraph 1 deals directly with
correspondence to and from the department.
Paragraph 2 specifies correspondence to and from the
Minister for Planning, the Honourable Richard Wynne.
I presume it also seeks to cover correspondence to and
from the acting minister, given that Mr Wynne has had
some leave for health reasons. Perhaps Mr Davis would
like to move an amendment to the motion. We have
nothing to hide, and there are no issues of transparency,
so there is no reason why I should not draw Mr Davis’s
attention to what may be a glaring omission in his
motion.
Paragraph 3 asks for the release of an extract copy of
the minister’s diary. I find this quite extraordinary. The
previous government, in which Mr Davis was the failed
Minister for Health, was never prepared to release the
diaries of any of its ministers. It also fought to protect
the diary of the then chief of staff to the Premier — or
that is my recollection, and I am happy to be corrected
by those opposite. Not having been a member of the
last Parliament, I am speaking as a member of society.
Mr Davis and the opposition have form on attempting
to procure documents or interrupt processes against the
best interests of the community, although they refused
to comply with such requests while in government.
This is a very important point to make. We have seen a
multitude of notices of motion from the opposition
attempting to usurp the role of government, to limit its
ability to move and to stop it from working in the best
interests of citizens. They have sought the release of
confidential information and contracts with third
parties. They have attempted to pervert the ordinary
course of government business.
I will use the example of a motion seeking the release
of contracts relating to the grand prix. When in
government, the opposition refused to release contracts
related to the grand prix, because it appreciated that to
do so would raise commercial-in-confidence issues.
That did not stop it coming into this place and
grandstanding on this somewhat ironic request. It was
an example of the gross hypocrisy of those opposite,
which we again see as they attempt to misuse the
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processes of this place to solicit the release of
documents relating to a very pure process being
undertaken right now.
As Mr Davis has indicated, the planning scheme
amendment that is the subject of this motion was
prepared by the City of Port Phillip in relation to the
Draft St Kilda Road North Precinct Plan 2013 —
C107, as Mr Davis correctly identified. As I understand
it, the process began late last year just before the
government went into caretaker mode.
At a meeting on 28 October 2014 the council
considered submissions received during the exhibition
period and resolved to refer amendment C107 and the
submissions to an independent planning panel. I do not
intend to take the chamber through all the steps in that
process. It is suffice to say that after receiving the panel
report and releasing it in late May this year, the council
considered the report and resolved to adopt the
amendment, with changes, at a meeting at the end of
July. The council also adopted the St Kilda Road North
Precinct Plan, which provided the strategic basis for
this amendment. Following the adoption of the
amendment, the council received a significant number
of letters both in support and in opposition to it. These
have been sent to the Minister for Planning. On
15 September this year amendment C107 was
submitted to the Minister for Planning with a request
for approval.
Mr Davis put this motion forward but has seen fit to
talk through the government’s response. Should he
choose to listen, let me elucidate for his benefit some
information that he would otherwise have mistakenly
disregarded: 15 September was three and a bit weeks
ago. Mr Davis is asking for documentation that has
only been with the government for three and a bit
weeks. When I say ‘with the government’, that requires
a fair degree of thought and consideration in relation to
the amendment. As I understand it, that amendment is
currently under active consideration, as you would
expect after only some three and a half weeks; you
would expect that consideration of three and a half
weeks to be the very beginning of the process.
This is not an example of the government dragging its
chain or slowing down a process — not at all. We are
conscientiously working through the request by the
City of Port Phillip for the Minister for Planning to
review and approve the decision. This request for
support and approval was lodged three and a bit weeks
ago. I find it a little galling that Mr Davis would stand
up and grandstand in this place and abuse the process of
this chamber for something the government was asked
to review just three weeks ago. I find the fact that the
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opposition is asking for letters and correspondence,
documentation and diaries in relation to a matter that
has just been referred to this government — we did not
call it in; it was referred to us by the City of Port
Phillip — quite frankly an abuse of process in this
chamber.
It is somewhat disappointing that Mr Davis, having
been a minister in this place, would try to use the
processes of the Parliament for his own private political
gain. He is usurping the role of good public policy
development — good public policy purview — and
ongoing good public policy decision-making.
I do not understand what Mr Davis is trying to do.
Given that the department has had this application for
just three and a half weeks, I do not understand why
Mr Davis has all of a sudden decided that this is an
issue for which he should be demanding documents. As
I said, the requested documents include correspondence
to and from the department, correspondence to and
from the minister and an extract of the minister’s diary
identifying meetings held or attended in relation to this
amendment. To make matters worse, notice of this
motion was provided on 18 August. I would have
thought, given that the City of Port Phillip proactively
sought the minister’s support of amendment C107,
which was then submitted on 15 September, that
Mr Davis would have allowed this notice to lie on the
notice paper for a period to allow the government
sufficient time to undertake the business of
government, which is to respond to the requests of the
community — in this case, a municipal council request.
The business of government is to respond to people’s
requests. In this case the request is from a
municipality — of which I was a resident for a great
deal of my life, although not at the moment — to the
Minister for Planning to request approval of
amendment C107 after the City of Port Phillip
undertook a lengthy and consultative process with the
residents and the commercial businesses of the St Kilda
Road north precinct in particular, which takes in a great
deal of both residential and commercial office space. It
is an important precinct of the City of Melbourne and is
in my own electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region.
I find it quite appalling that David Davis would
continue on with such a motion when in previous
debates in this place Mr Davis has acknowledged that
with him as the shadow minister the Minister for
Planning has acted in good faith on a range of activities,
including legislation that has come through this
chamber. From what I perceive, they have a positive
working relationship, yet for some reason Mr Davis
appears to want to use the process of this place to
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procure information that at this point has no public
policy importance and no position of public policy
strength. It is nothing other than an attempt to engender
some kind of Liberal Party political hack attack on both
the Labor and the Green members of the City of Port
Phillip, who have done nothing more than undertake
the order of good governance by reviewing a policy and
then, at the end of that review, putting that policy
forward, some three weeks ago, to the Minister for
Planning for his approval of the amendment which they
are attempting to push forward.
This motion should not be agreed to. It is premature to
go forward, given the delicate public policy position in
which the minister has been requested by the
municipality to support its amendment application. This
process is alive, and therefore releasing any information
would be the antithesis of good public policy. If we
cannot necessarily agree on the outcomes of all
decisions, we should try to agree on the policy purity of
the decision-making process. This is at the beginning of
this decision-making process. It is neither at the middle
of the process nor at the end; it is at the beginning. We
are three weeks into the application for support of this
process.
The department has begun to diligently work through
that request from the City of Port Phillip, and the
Minister for Planning deserves an appropriate time
frame for his department to go through that application
and look at its merits without the fear that the release of
any communication and/or diary entries or otherwise
would somehow bring that policy process into question.
I know this is a big request, but I simply ask those
opposite to think about applying the same rules and
standards that they applied to themselves in government
to this government, as it goes about the business of
governing for all Victorians.
I remind Mr Davis in particular, who still refuses to
listen to the position that the government has put, that
he is a member for Southern Metropolitan Region as
well. I remind Mr Davis that whilst members across
both chambers may at times have views about the work
of municipal councils, they are nevertheless a third tier
of government within our Westminster system. Those
councillors were elected and they have undertaken their
own process in relation to this amendment scheme,
which was finalised by their putting forward an
application to the minister to support the work that they
did as that third tier of government. Mr Davis should
bear that in mind and be respectful of that process
because, just as we were elected, those councillors were
also elected and they have undertaken a process in
which they wish the Minister for Planning to support a
decision that they reviewed and implemented.
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I ask those opposite, including the members of the
crossbench and the Greens, to support that process and
reject the motion before us, because it interferes with
the request that the City of Port Phillip has made of the
minister to support the amendment in relation to which
the council has undertaken a rigorous review and
arrived at a determination. I finish by saying that the
house should reject Mr Davis’s motion because it
unfairly interferes with the due process that is already in
place and underway.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on the motion put before the
house by Mr Davis. It is purely and simply a documents
motion. It asks for correspondence from the
department, correspondence from the Minister for
Planning and any extract copies of the diary of the
Minister for Planning in relation to planning scheme
amendment C107 of the City of Port Phillip.
C107 is an incredibly important planning scheme
amendment, because it looks towards an important
boulevard for Melbourne and for Victoria, St Kilda
Road, which has a view we all know and love — that of
the Shrine of Remembrance and the beautiful parklands
surrounding the shrine. It is an important part of
Melbourne, and a lot of precision and detail is required
in the work of protecting that boulevard and the
landscape qualities of the areas around it.
In terms of the planning scheme amendment, council
has gone through a rigourous consultation process with
its community. I commend the City of Port Phillip for
working with its community to come up with a vision
of what is really important for its city.
Amendment C107 takes in a number of precincts of the
city, but in relation to this matter I am going to talk only
about the St Kilda Road north precinct. Sam Hibbins,
the member for Prahran in the other place, has informed
me that what has raised the ire of communities locally
is the panel’s recommendation of not setting mandatory
height limits.
It would seem that height limits is a core issue in
relation to C107. The vision for the area that council
has proposed and the community has embraced is that
the precinct of St Kilda Road north be a dynamic and
open locality. Through consultation, council has
realised that the pressure is on in its municipality in
terms of providing for the demand in residential
development. It has suggested a change to its planning
scheme that can accommodate residential apartments
and higher density residential development.
What is really significant in terms of council’s vision
for this particular area is that it wants to ensure that
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there is a high-quality, well-landscaped public realm
that supports convenient access to nearby park services
and sustainable transport modes. Council and the
community recognise the importance of St Kilda Road
maintaining its role as a world-famous boulevard and of
the Shrine of Remembrance maintaining its prominence
and landmark quality. I am sure that all of us in this
chamber would agree that that is a fine community
vision and aspiration. Part of achieving that is council’s
ability to set mandatory height controls.

Too often in the past we have seen planning ministers
override local government, which makes significant
efforts and incurs significant costs in preparing
planning scheme amendments. It is a very long process.
If it is done well — and I believe council’s process in
relation to creating this amendment has been done very
well — council undertakes a very long conversation
with members of its community about their aspirations
and vision for the place they call home. C107 certainly
represents that.

It is very important to local communities that their
planning schemes have certainty in them, because
certainty relieves a lot of angst around future planning
applications and future development. Clearly this is not
only of concern to the people of the City of Port Phillip,
it is also of concern to the broader community, because
this is such an important vista for Melbourne and
Victoria.

I know in relation to the submissions that form part of
the amendment process the council referred the matter
to a planning panel, and the panel has come back with
some recommendations that are not supported by
council. The council has every right not to support the
panel’s recommendations. It has every right to be the
representative of its community and to seek to embed in
its planning schemes the things that matter to its
community. The way amendment C107 sits at the
moment is in fact a representation of what the council’s
community desires.

What council has suggested shows that it supports this
strategic direction. Coming back to the motion, which
truly seeks out documents, the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade, Mr Dalidakis, is right
in suggesting that the formal request to approve C107
has been with the government for only a very short
period of time. However, that does not mean that there
have not been correspondence or meetings with the
department or the minister in the interim period. It
would not be the first time in the history of planning
ministers that there were meetings and correspondence
between local councils and the department in the period
following a formal request for approval of a planning
scheme amendment.
In the interests of open and transparent government the
Greens will support this motion. We are always
interested to see the mechanics of government. Whether
we get these documents is another thing, and I note that
although the diary entry may seem like an extraordinary
request, I do not think it is extraordinary.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms DUNN — I think it is a reasonable request. Like
Minister Dalidakis, I have not been a member of any
prior government, so I can only take it at face value that
those sorts of documents have never, ever been
presented in the past. There is a certain amount of irony
in the opposition asking for those documents. Perhaps
Labor could be a model of open and transparent
government in providing them. It could lead the charge
in terms of openness and transparency by revealing
what documentation is available in relation to this
planning scheme amendment.

I would hate to think that this government would carry
out ministerial intervention that overrides the autonomy
of local government in relation to planning scheme
amendments, particularly where there has been an
excellent process attached. I would hope this
government would be respectful of the process and
would authorise this planning scheme amendment to
proceed as is to allow certainty for that community and
that council in relation to mandatory height limits and
certainty into the future about what is important for
St Kilda Road.
As I have said, we will most certainly be supporting the
motion. It relates to open and transparent — —
Mr Dalidakis — Most certainly — interfering in a
process you support.
Ms DUNN — To take up the interjection through
you, Acting President, the Greens support open and
transparent government. Documents production
motions put before this house support open and
transparent government. I would hope the Minister for
Planning has not interfered. I would hope there would
be nothing to see here, because the minister should not
be interfering in the planning process. There should be
respect for the autonomy of local government in these
matters. If the local government rejects some of the
planning panel recommendations, then so be it. I would
hope the government sets the benchmark and releases
the documents and we see that there has been no
ministerial intervention. Local governments are sick to
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death of ministers interfering time and again in what is
the work of local councils.
We will therefore be supporting this documents request
motion. Let us hope we do not see the minister coming
in and overriding the aspirations and the desires of not
only the City of Port Phillip councillors but also the
community they represent.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I want to make
a few brief comments before the proposer of the motion
sums up. I will start by saying that I agree with many of
the observations made earlier. I agree with the
observation that I think all previous speakers on this
motion have made, that this is a very important and
complex issue and that the boulevard and the area of
the city we are talking about are incredibly important as
part of a commercial and residential precinct. There is
of course also the precinct’s interaction with the shrine
and other parts of the city more generally. There are
therefore very important issues at stake — we all agree
on that — and very widely varied interests at stake,
which is reflected in the large number of organisations
and individuals that have taken part in the City of Port
Phillip’s process to date.
In referring to the motion, I reiterate some of the points
made by Mr Dalidakis earlier. What troubles me — and
this reflects also Mr Dalidakis’s comments on this
motion — is not so much the broader concept of
transparency per se, because of course there is no
problem with transparency on this side, but rather that
this motion is just so broad that it looks like a politically
inspired fishing expedition. It basically calls for all and
every document of a very broadly described nature
without any concern for potential sensitivities or for
potential procedural issues, such as
cabinet-in-confidence or commercial considerations,
and includes a broad request for extracts from the
minister’s diary. That last element, as Mr Dalidakis
observed, is a request of the type with which previous
governments have not complied. It seems as though this
motion is crafted in such a way as not really to be about
transparency but to be a bit of a political stunt. That is
the first point I would make — that the motion is
framed in such a broad and all-encompassing way that
it looks like a stunt rather than a motion representing a
desire to truly look at important aspects of this issue.
The second point I would make, one that again has
already been made, relates to the timing of the motion.
An incredibly detailed, important and thorough process
has been undertaken by the City of Port Phillip over
many months, and the minister has had the result of this
process for a matter of several weeks. Now, in the
middle of the minister’s consideration, an extremely
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broad documents request motion, which includes a
request for extracts from his diary, is put before this
place. In addition to the fact that it looks like a fishing
expedition, it has very strange timing.
I will agree with everybody who has spoken on this
motion so far that amendment C107 is very important,
but even though the motion relates to an important
issue, it is framed in such a way as to raise one’s
suspicions that it is motivated by something more than
the desire for transparency. It is motivated by more than
pure policy considerations.
To reinforce the point that this is an incredibly
important issue it is worth observing that the planning
issues that are brought to the fore by this motion are
very complicated. They relate to building heights, as
Ms Dunn observed. They relate to visual amenity,
something to which Mr Davis alluded. They relate to
issues of density and issues to do with the size of
apartments, something which has been a broader policy
consideration across the city as a whole and which is a
complex issue. The planning issues the motion brings
to the fore include more general issues of infrastructure,
including public transport infrastructure, traffic
management and parking. We therefore have all these
very complicated issues involved.
The complexity of this planning deliberation is in fact
what has warranted the City of Port Phillip undertaking
the extensive and complex consultation process that it
has undertaken. What process has been undertaken? I
will not go through all the steps, but I think it is worth
observing that this goes back some way. If we go back
to October 2014, the City of Port Phillip considered
submissions received during an exhibition period and
then resolved to refer amendment C107 to an
independent planning panel. This independent planning
panel itself undertook extensive consultation. The panel
hearing began on Monday, 8 December 2014, at
St Kilda town hall and concluded on Thursday,
5 March. There were 228 submissions received, many
of them highly detailed, from a highly varied range of
sources. This has been an incredibly extensive process.
The number, range and complexity of submissions
reflects the complexity of the issue, as I alluded to
earlier.
The council received the report of the independent
planning panel on 6 May and released it on 19 May. It
considered the report over some period of time —
roughly a couple of months. Then on 28 July the
council adopted the St Kilda Road North Precinct Plan,
which provides the strategic basis for the amendment. It
accepted some of the panel’s recommendations but
maintained other controls.
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A whole range of policy trade-offs were at stake. One
of them — one of many — was the extent to which
height controls are mandatory versus discretionary, and
whether mandatory or discretionary height controls
should apply across the whole precinct or whether they
should just apply in certain subprecincts. Council
worked through the detailed panel report, which had
taken some months to complete.
Of course the amendment has now arrived at the office
of the Minister for Planning. As Minister Dalidakis
pointed out, what we have here is a very important and
staged process: the council undertook consideration and
then decided to put this issue to an independent
planning panel; that panel undertook consultation with
a wide range of stakeholders — over 200 — and then
the council considered that report. What we are seeing
is a process where each step needs to be taken carefully,
and I think it would fly in the face of taking this process
seriously if a mere handful of weeks after the Minister
for Planning started deliberations there was a wholesale
dumping of documents, including extracts from the
minister’s diary, onto the public record in such a way
that would imperil the serious consideration of this
issue.
That ultimately is what must drive this process.
Allowing the minister to make the most appropriate
decision in the public interest must be the outcome
here. Ms Dunn has indicated her preference that the
minister not intervene in something that she considers
to be within the purview of local government. I
understand that local governments have on occasions
felt frustrated when ministers have stepped in. I
personally do not have such a one-size-fits-all view on
that issue; I believe ministers should be very careful
when stepping in, but I do believe on occasions it can
be justified. Certainly what I would not want to see in
this instance is for the minister in deciding whether to
take one course of action or another to have that
decision interrupted by some wholesale fishing
expedition or disclosure distraction. That is really what
this would be if the minister were to spend time
working out which parts of his diary to put on the
public record.
It is very difficult to understand how such a wholesale
fishing exercise could assist in that decision-making
being a sensible process. I totally agree with Ms Dunn
that there are a range of issues that are prima facie
within the purview of local government, and there are
trade-offs when state governments intervene in that
bailiwick. But it does not help governments make these
decisions if in the middle of that process they are
having to deal with the distraction of these kinds of
motions.
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What I would say is let this process play its course. It is
not going to take an inordinate amount of time. It is
going to take an appropriate amount of time given the
complexity of the issues at stake. As everybody who
has spoken on this motion has indicated, these are
incredibly important issues and incredibly complex
issues. Let us let the process play out, and then let us
see what kinds of disclosure are appropriate in light of
the decision that is made.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Very
briefly, in reply, I thank those who have made
contributions. In particular I thank Ms Dunn for the
contribution she made to this debate. I want to put on
record again my thanks to the Port Phillip City Council
for the work it has done with its draft planning scheme
amendment, noting particularly the work of Cr Andrew
Bond. I note also that this motion is about transparency.
It is firmly within the powers of this chamber to request
these documents, and I believe very strongly that this is
in the public interest.
It is the case that the council has formally sent these
documents to the government in recent weeks, but
equally it is true that there is a very long process behind
this — work that has gone on, public consultation
processes. I pay tribute to those building secretaries or
presidents of associations inside the buildings who have
sought to put the case of their residents into the public
domain in a constructive way through the council’s
amendment C107 process.
There is no question that these points and the work that
has gone into this at departmental and council level is
important. The public has a right to know what
information has been presented in departmental
decisions and ministerial briefings to whoever the
Minister for Planning might have been at particular
points. It is clear that the Honourable Richard Wynne,
the Minister for Planning, will make the decision on
this planning scheme amendment, and it is in the public
interest to understand the background to that decision.
Motion agreed to.

WARRNAMBOOL–GEELONG RAIL
SERVICES
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I move:
That this house —
(1) condemns the Andrews government for not supporting
an additional daily rail service on the Warrnambool to
Geelong line;
(2) notes the Geelong to Melbourne peak rail services are
overcrowded, unreliable and suffer regular delays;
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(3) notes the many complaints made to the regional network
community forums; and
(4) calls on the Andrews government to make the necessary
changes and introduce a fourth daily service to meet the
needs of train passengers using the Warrnambool line.

It gives me great pleasure to speak to the four parts of
the motion, and I will deal with each part separately.
The first part condemns the Andrews Labor
government for not supporting an additional daily rail
service on the Warrnambool to Geelong line, and I wish
to make some introductory remarks in relation to this
additional service.
Currently there are three rail services between
Warrnambool and Geelong and then on to Southern
Cross. For many years G21, which is a collective group
of municipal councils along that rail track, has been
advocating for five rail services per day to
accommodate the flexibility of timetables that would
allow residents as far away as Portland, near the South
Australian border, to meet their work and living
commitments in and around Melbourne but also
facilitate their sporting commitments on the weekend
and in both cases allow them to return home at a
reasonable hour.
I congratulate the work that G21 has done in advocating
for the additional service, as well as the municipalities
of Greater Geelong, Surf Coast, Colac Otway,
Corangamite, Warrnambool and Glenelg. I congratulate
in particular the work done by the previous Minister for
Public Transport, Terry Mulder, in establishing a
number of investments around the rail services from
Geelong to the south-west coast, and in particular the
work he did in bringing the regional rail link to fruition,
well before the scheduled time and well under budget.
The coalition took over the project from Labor and
found that inappropriate budgetary allocations had been
made for signals, there were problems in relation to
some of the track work and there had been no forward
advanced manufacturing of carriages, and it is a credit
to former minister Terry Mulder that he was able to pull
the project back into shape and deliver it well before
time and well under budget.
That regional rail link has provided country Victoria
with a dedicated track, particularly from Geelong and
Ballarat to Southern Cross station, and it is part of a
larger scheme to provide a rail network right across
regional Victoria. The construction of the $25.9 million
Waurn Ponds railway station was an important linkage
to the service to south-west Victoria, as was the
$10 million passing loop and the creation of the extra
capacity for parking at Marshall railway station, and as
we know the passing loop at Birregurra has been
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instrumental in having this fourth additional rail service
to the south-west coast.
Mr Barber — Where is it?
Mr RAMSAY — I am getting to that, Mr Barber;
don’t hurry me. Given the strong advocacy by our
Liberal and Nationals candidates in the Assembly
electorates of Polwarth and South-West Coast —
Richard Riordon and Roma Britnell down in the
south-west, and David O’Brien in Polwarth and Mike
Neoh in the south-west for The Nationals — only last
week our Leader of the Opposition in the other place,
Matthew Guy, announced that when in government the
coalition would support an additional fourth daily rail
service to the south-west. I congratulate those
candidates for their advocacy in getting a commitment
from the coalition for the fourth service.
At the same time I emphasise the importance of the rail
network for regional Victoria because it really is the
lifeblood of the area to connect regional Victoria with
metropolitan Melbourne. It is part of an important
process to encourage decentralisation — moving high
populations within the city out into country areas and
creating an environment where there are opportunities
for business, industry, tourism, housing and of course
the creation of more jobs. Therefore there is an urgent
need to have a good rail service and road connection.
I congratulate the former Minister for Roads, Terry
Mulder, and his federal counterparts for supporting and
committing to the upgrade of the Princes Highway
west, which currently provides duplication between
Geelong and Winchelsea and then to Colac and further
on to Warrnambool. That road connection is very
important for those in regional Victoria to travel in a
timely and safe manner to our metropolitan cities. So
the road linkage is very important for country Victoria,
but so is rail, and there is wide support for the
additional daily rail service.
The coalition government prior to the last election
committed to ongoing daily services between Geelong
and Melbourne, and again flexibility in the timetable is
important in those connections between the south-west
and Geelong and then to Melbourne. The service runs
daily every 20 minutes from Geelong to Melbourne,
and that has been welcomed by those in the south-west
region. Therefore it beggars belief that out of all of
those stakeholders I have mentioned it is the Andrews
Labor government that is not committing to the
additional fourth daily rail service between
Warrnambool and Geelong. Even the federal candidate
for Corangamite, Libby Coker, is not supporting the
additional rail service. For whatever reason Labor
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seems to be stuck on the fact that it will not invest in an
additional daily service from Warrnambool. I cannot
understand why, because I am sure Labor would not
want to be seen as treating those who live in the
south-west as second-class citizens.
People who live in the south-west have every right to
expect timely and efficient rail access to our cities.
There should be enough flexibility in the rail timetables
to allow them to get to work on time, to come home
from work in a reasonable time, to go to sporting events
and to make appointments. They need to know that the
reliability, punctuality and flexibility of timetables will
allow them to go about their business, as do their
metropolitan cousins. I am quite dumbfounded with the
government’s decision, given that all the stakeholders I
have mentioned, whether it is the councils, the political
parties, the Greens, the coalition, the businesses along
the corridors, are all supporting the additional rail
service. The Labor Party is the exception.
I also mention the fact that since the launch of the
regional rail link, the Geelong–Melbourne link, which
the Warrnambool line joins, has suffered significant
problems with overcrowding and unreliability. It is
disappointing to see once again that the Labor
government has not provided the necessary rolling
stock to cater for the introduction of the regional rail
link and is still having problems in providing sufficient
carriages for those peak services. I am sure my
colleague Mr Morris will mention the problems
associated with the Ballarat line, which he has done on
many occasions in this chamber. The problem, as I
understand it, has still not been resolved. I will leave it
to Mr Morris to go into more detail on that.
I can assure the house that as a regular train traveller
from Geelong to Melbourne I often stand because I
cannot find a seat. I find the connections are hard to
organise because invariably the services are running
late and the urban services are not connected — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RAMSAY — I can tell Ms Pulford that I do not
blush, no matter what members might think over on
that side of the house.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I am sure the Acting President
will call Ms Shing to order when he sees fit.
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This was borne out at a meeting I attended in Colac
with Richard Riordan, the Liberal candidate for the
Assembly seat of Polwarth, only the other day. That
meeting was attended by 80 people. It was a meeting
with Public Transport Victoria (PTV) and clearly
indicated that people are very unhappy with the change
in timetables. They are very unhappy that they do not
have an additional rail service to Warrnambool, given
that the previous Minister for Public Transport, Terry
Mulder, built the passing loop just outside Birregurra
near Warncoort to allow that full service to happen
without delay. The bus routes associated with the areas
around the south-west and the Greater Geelong region
were also raised. We still have those problems, and
Labor has not yet responded to them.
Paragraph (3) of the motion:
notes the many complaints made to the regional network
community forums.

I know my colleague Mr Morris has attended a number
of those community forums. Andrew Katos, the
member for South Barwon in the other house, and I
attended the Colac and Geelong PTV meetings. There
is still ongoing dissatisfaction with rail services right
across regional Victoria, particularly in the south-west
in relation to the issues I have referred to.
The unfortunate thing is that the regional network
community forums are about looking at potential new
services that would be provided as the population
grows out in the regional areas. However, at the forums
I attended most of the time was spent trying to respond
to the new rail and bus service timetables introduced by
the government in July, and there is a lot of angst out
there in the community over the current timetables and
the disconnections they are causing. A lot of
community anger was expressed at the PTV meetings I
attended, so much so that Andrew Katos and I held our
own community meetings and forums so that the
people using those services could provide us with
information on their concerns with the services. Our
forums gave people using the services the opportunity
to outline what they would like the timetables to
provide. I am not talking about 20 or 30 responses; we
have received hundreds of responses. Hundreds of users
of the services came out on cold windy nights to attend
those meetings and tell us their concerns and their
frustration at the introduction of the new timetables for
bus and rail services.
Paragraph (4) of the motion:

Paragraph (2) of this motion:
notes the Geelong to Melbourne peak rail services are
overcrowded, unreliable and suffer regular delays.

calls on the Andrews government to make the necessary
changes and introduce a fourth daily service to meet the needs
of train passengers using the Warrnambool line.
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I have reflected on the fact that there seems to be only
one group that is refusing to commit to a fourth daily
service, and that is the Labor Party. For reasons best
known to themselves they are not listening to the
concerns of the communities in the south-west. Perhaps
Ms Shing might like to take the train from Southern
Cross station to Warrnambool through Geelong so that
she can hear for herself the concerns of communities
along the rail route who cannot, due to the inflexibility
of the timetables and the lack of that additional service,
get to Melbourne by 9.00 a.m. They are not able to get
to sporting events on the weekends because there is no
flexibility in the timetables. They are not able to get
home from work at a reasonable hour. Many of them
are travelling back at midnight or 1 o’clock in the
morning because of the lack of services from
Melbourne to Warrnambool. As Ms Shing would
know, Portland is an hour and a half further from
Warrnambool and the coach connections do not provide
any flexibility.
It is disappointing that the Labor government is
refusing to support a fourth daily rail service to
Warrnambool, given that just about every council, the
G21 Geelong Regional Alliance and community
members right across the rail network are screaming
out for this additional service.
While I am on my feet I will make a few remarks
around the work the previous government did in
relation to providing additional weekday train services
from Warrnambool to Melbourne, and I particularly
note the services departing at 6.08 a.m., 12.08 p.m. and
5.50 p.m. I also note the services from Melbourne to
Warrnambool departing at 7.20 a.m., 1.21 p.m. and
7.12 p.m. The indication is that the service leaving
Southern Cross station at 7.12 p.m. does not get into
Warrnambool until around midnight, so there is
obviously a need for greater flexibility.
The South-West Coast Liberal Party candidate, Roma
Britnell, has said the extra service would enable greater
flexibility for south-west train travellers making a day
return trip to Melbourne. She is quoted as saying:
‘It’s a no-brainer — people getting to and from town (by
train) is causing us no end of trouble’, Mrs Britnell said. ‘This
extra train service will really help grow our region and reach
more of our potential’.

The Polwarth Liberal Party candidate, Richard Riordan,
also expressed his support for the fourth train service
pledge. A fourth coach connection presently exists
between Geelong and Colac in the late afternoon, but it
does not provide the flexibility that a fourth daily train
service would provide.
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I also acknowledge the work that the federal Liberal
member for Corangamite, Sarah Henderson, is doing in
relation to seeking funding for the duplication of the
track from Geelong to Marshall.
Ms Patten — Getting in the good books, are you?
Mr RAMSAY — Don’t you worry about that,
Ms Patten. This is particularly important because, as
members know, there is a tunnel that is creating a delay
in the provision of extra services. If we duplicate the
track from South Geelong to Waurn Ponds, that will
provide greater service capacity. I congratulate
Ms Henderson on the work she is doing and our state
members on seeking support for funding of that
duplication, which is supported by the Public Transport
Users Association.
In summary, this is an important motion for those living
in the south-west. I congratulate our Liberal and
Nationals candidates in the electorates of South-West
Coast and Polwarth on their advocacy for this important
investment in an additional daily rail service on the
Warrnambool–Geelong line. I congratulate the Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, Matthew Guy, and
the shadow Minister for Public Transport, David
Hodgett, the member for Croydon in the Assembly, on
making the announcement last Wednesday in
Warrnambool, and again in Colac, of our commitment
to and support for introducing a fourth daily service. I
look forward to ongoing work to provide a fifth service
in future, when population shifts are such that a fifth
service is feasible. On that basis I am happy to support
this motion.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — There
was only one thing missing from Mr Ramsay’s
contribution, and that is ‘Authorised by S. Frost,
104 Exhibition Street, Melbourne’. That was a
magnificent bit of electioneering and campaign
propaganda, and I hope The Nationals, the Greens and
other parties with endorsed candidates in the
by-elections will be offered a right of reply, after what
was some shameless campaigning on the Parliament’s
clock by Mr Ramsay.
Ms Shing — Does that pass the pub test?
Ms PULFORD — Speaking of things that may or
may not pass the pub test, I hope Mr Ramsay did not
have any assistance from his electorate officers in
preparing those comments or organising any of his
visits to the by-election electorates.
I will respond to a couple of things Mr Ramsay said.
Mr Ramsay said the Labor Party is the only entity in the
known universe not supporting this, but an extra service
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on the Warrnambool line is being looked at by the
government.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms PULFORD — What did you do, huh? Did you
do anything? Did you do anything good for public
transport in four years? You have no credibility on this
stuff at all, and you know it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Ms Pulford! I do not mind some interjection, but
to a limit. I cannot hear the minister speaking, and I do
not understand a word. I ask both sides to control
themselves.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you, Acting President, for
your counsel. Since we were elected to government our
efforts have been to deliver on each and every one of
our election commitments, and excellent progress is
being made to that end. In addition to that, specifically
in relation to regional public transport and regional rail
services, the government has been developing a
regional network development plan. Around 300 people
participated across the Barwon-south western region in
the community and stakeholder workshops that
occurred in Warrnambool, Portland, Geelong and
Torquay. The people who participated in those
consultations suggested a range of areas for
improvement, including the frequency of services
between Melbourne and Geelong, the matter that
Mr Ramsay’s motion refers to — an additional service
for Warrnambool — how to make fares and ticketing
more accessible and simpler, and also the passenger
experience on V/Line trains.
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regional network by 30 per cent, in addition to the early
work in developing that blueprint for regional public
transport improvements over the next 20 to 30 years. Of
course transport planning needs to consider changes in
population, changes in demographics and changes in
need over time.
I would like to take the opportunity to remind
Mr Ramsay about the consequences of four years of
coalition underfunding and neglect of our regional rail
lines, which include speed restrictions and derailments.
The former government gutted $73 million from
V/Line over three years — that is in addition to the stuff
it did not do — but we are certainly getting on with
reversing that damage. Our first budget — instead of
doing nothing or making funding cuts to V/Line —
included $257 million for new regional rail carriages
and infrastructure; funding for Bendigo metro rail;
$90 million for additional X’trapolis trains, securing
very important manufacturing jobs in Ballarat; and
funding for maintenance and refurbishment to extend
the life of the Comeng train fleet, also important for
supporting manufacturing jobs in Ballarat.
I urge members throughout the course of this debate,
once they have recovered from the shock of what was
an extraordinary advertisement for Liberal Party
candidates in the by-elections in South-West Coast and
Polwarth, to reflect on the Liberal Party’s form in this
area over decades and the enormous gulf between what
its members say in opposition and what they do in
government.

It is worth noting that in four years the previous
government did not deliver a single extra weekday
service for Warrnambool, despite that train service
running through the electorates of both the then Premier
and the then Minister for Public Transport. The Liberal
government did not order a single V/Line carriage for
two years and did not invest in a single major public
transport infrastructure project. Despite developing a
long-term plan for Melbourne’s rail system, including
an airport rail link that we can ride in our retirement, it
did not bother to create a plan for regional public
transport. However, we are interested in developing a
long-term plan for regional public transport. The
regional network development plan is being developed,
and the consultations have provided important input
into that process.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It
certainly takes guts for the Liberal Party to move this
motion, and no wonder it got the leading member of the
Mission: Impossible team, prodded him up here and
said, ‘You are going to have to come in here and
somehow explain how in four years the coalition could
not deliver this’. I do not think it took that long for a
satellite to fly out to Pluto and take photos of its moon,
but in four years the coalition could not deliver this
service. The former government knew — it must have
known, because V/Line told that government in
2010 — that the regional rail link would have standing
room only from day one, and that is even with offering
a shuttle service for what is effectively now a suburban
railroad picking up expected massive growth through
the suburbs around Werribee, being run with
non-electrified shuttles to try to get those people into
the city in the morning; never mind who might have
been able to get on a Geelong train or who had made
the trek all the way from Warrnambool itself.

Already we have invested in 21 extra V/Line carriages
and increased the number of services across the

Look at some of V/Line’s latest statistics on its Geelong
line data in recent months. V/Line advises customers
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about the likely level of overcrowding they are going to
experience on some of these trains. We are advised that
the 5.52 a.m. from Marshall, with 302 seats, is likely to
be at 100 per cent capacity; the 6.31 a.m. from South
Geelong, 100 per cent capacity; the 6.31 a.m. from
Waurn Ponds, 100 per cent capacity; the 7.14 a.m. from
South Geelong, which gets passengers into the city at
8.17 a.m., so 40 minutes early for work, is at 100 per
cent capacity. And so it continues for the 7.16 a.m., the
7.36 a.m. and the 7.38 a.m. services, the latter arriving
at about 8.42 a.m. and likely to be at 100 per cent
capacity — that is, standing room only. Yes, good on
the former government for adding a few more car parks
at Marshall, but guess what? They are at 100 per cent
capacity too by pretty early in the morning, as I have
observed when I am travelling in the other direction on
the Warrnambool line.
The performance of this train line as well was nothing
to boast about when the Liberals were in charge, and I
will give the recent statistics on that. Going back to
August 2014 — that is, when the government of which
Mr Ramsay was a member had had all the time it
needed to make the necessary changes on that line —
the Warrnambool line, in terms of on time at
destination was running on time 83.6 per cent of the
time; and that is when the definition of ‘on time’ does
not mean on time, because on time on V/Line means
within the nearest 6 minutes or so. I thought on time
meant on time, but apparently you can be 6 minutes late
and still be on time, and yet on the Warrnambool line
that can only be achieved 83.6 per cent of the time. In
September 2014 it was 83.8 per cent; in October, 87 per
cent; in November, 90 per cent; and so on and so forth,
although we have seen some sort of precipitous decline
in the last few months, back down to the mid-80s again.
V/Line’s own benchmark is 92 per cent, but the
benchmark should be 100 per cent.
In that whole four years there was not one train service
added along that line. There is a bus that runs from
Geelong to Colac in peak times. One bus service was
added as a result of Mr Ramsay’s government’s effort,
although in fact that bus only runs one way. I was quite
intrigued when I noticed that on the timetable there is a
bus that runs from Geelong to Colac but does not
actually return. I thought to myself, ‘Is there a whole
bunch of buses just piling up in Colac?’. No, because I
asked the bus driver who is based in Colac, and in fact
the bus runs from Colac to Geelong, not taking any
passengers, not making any stops, and then it turns
around and runs back to provide that afternoon peak
service to get some people home at some kind of decent
hour.
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There have been a lot of debates in here about working
hours, penalty rates and all the other things that go with
that, but the fact is that if you try to commute from
Colac to Geelong and back, you can be out of the house
for 14 hours. No wonder everybody drives. No wonder
the roads are getting hammered, and no wonder
Mr Ramsay then has to come in here and plead for
more road funding. His government did not do what it
ought to have done when it had the chance.
In relation to rolling stock, we have the same old
loco-hauled, rattly, falling-apart stuff that we have had
now for decades, despite the fact that V/Line told the
government back in 2010 that it would need to advance
its orders for more rolling stock or simply wait for what
is described as a cascade — that is, new rolling stock
going onto certain lines, which releases rolling stock for
other lines that then goes off to the north-east line,
where the rolling stock rattles itself apart after the rail
upgrade was stuffed up. Eventually, like the seventh
brother of the family getting the hand-me-down jeans,
Warrnambool gets some rolling stock from the very
bottom end of this cascade. There was nothing to
advance those priorities from Mr Ramsay’s government
when it was in charge.
By the way, if we are going to be moving from
loco-hauled to V/Locity trains on the Warrnambool
line, we had better get something sorted out about the
level crossings. We have had previous incidents in
Victoria where those sorts of trains have hit large trucks
because the trucks did not have very good visibility.
The angle between the crossing of the road and the rail,
which we can see as we go down the Princes Highway,
does not improve visibility, and therefore there will be a
real risk if we start putting V/Locity trains onto the
system tomorrow.
Bikes on trains are a constant problem. Municipalities
all down the Warrnambool line are building their bike
trails and touring trails and encouraging tourists to
come and have a biking weekend along various parts of
the Otways, but the V/Line ticketing regulations still
say that it is at the discretion of individual conductors as
to whether bikes are taken on board, depending on the
levels of overcrowding.
The former Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
Louise Asher, launched a bicycle tourism strategy
pretty early in the life of the last government, and one
of the early items for delivery was to sort out the
business of bikes on V/Line, but nothing happened. I
checked the ticketing regulations last week. They are
the same as they have always been. If you and a bunch
of your mates rock up for a bike touring weekend on
one of the very few services that are available to you on
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the Warrnambool line — you might have a long
weekend planned and you have booked all your
accommodation — and the conductor says, ‘Sorry,
we’re too full today. You can’t bring your bikes on.
There are too many of you all coming at once’, that is a
hopeless situation. In terms of getting them on
replacement coaches or even regular V/Line coaches,
you can forget about it; you are just not able to do it.
In terms of extra V/Line buses that might have
supported and connected some of the services that
Mr Ramsay is suddenly so enthusiastic about, there is
nothing. There has been not one skerrick of an addition
of a V/Line coach service in this region in the life of his
government, despite the fact that you can run V/Line
coaches for about $5 a service kilometre. The total
budget for V/Line coaches for the whole of Victoria is
$32 million, so you can imagine what you could do
with a few million dollars to make sure that even the
train services we have now are better connected to the
surrounding towns. I looked it up on a journey planner
the other day, and I realised that I could get to London
quicker than I could get to Mortlake if I tried to get
there via a train and bus combination.
There is something seriously wrong with the system. It
is a total embarrassment to the coalition parties that
they have made so little progress in this area for so
long, right back to the Kennett government, which
wrecked it in the first place. Eventually the public had
to come back in — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — Here we are, Mrs Peulich, and all
the cost-cutting done back then was simply passing
forward future costs, and today we are looking around
for the funds to deliver these extra services. In the
meantime the community has paid the cost in terms of
car dependency, with every family having to own one
car per adult just to survive in places like Colac,
Warrnambool or any of the towns along the way. If you
do not have a car — if you are too young, too old, too
poor or too disabled to drive yourself — you are stuck
or dependent on someone else. It is as simple as that.
Those are the real costs that do not make it into
Mrs Peulich’s party’s balance sheet. Mrs Peulich, who
has a pocket calculator where her heart ought to be, is
talking about savings, which are really just moving
them off the public balance sheet and back onto the
citizens of these electorates. It is coming out of their
pockets. Better than any tax cut that Mrs Peulich is ever
likely to offer would be to run a fourth and then a fifth
service along this line. There would be families down
there who would be able to do with one less car, which
would put hundreds of dollars back into their pockets.
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It is election time and there are about to be a couple of
by-elections, and all we have is this belated and
recycled promise. Mr Ramsay has made the promise
four or five times now. He thinks he is going to get four
or five times the credit for continuing to recycle it.
Recycling is a good thing, but not in relation to political
promises. Mr Ramsay’s credibility is zero. Every
council and mayor along the entire line is in consensus
that this is their no. 1 priority issue. Mr Ramsay’s
government was not able to deliver it, despite having
the Premier and the Minister for Public Transport as
local members for all those years. I have a bit of
political advice that I can give to any community: if you
have the Premier and the transport minister as your
local members and you still cannot get one extra train
service added, it is time to reconsider your voting
choices. I think that is what we will be doing come
these by-elections Mr Ramsay is so innervated about.
The coalition dropped one seat in this region at the last
election. That seat should have gone to the Greens but
instead went to Mr Purcell’s party. The fact remains
that the voters have already indicated once to the
coalition what they think about the level of service they
are getting down there. It was goodbye to a former
member for Western Victoria Region, David O’Brien,
who is now having a second go and running for the
Assembly seat of Polwarth. Maybe we will see him
again in 2018 if he is not sick of having his backside
kicked by both Vote 1 Local Jobs and the Greens.
The credibility factor is nil. The voters in this area
know that the Greens and our local Greens
representatives have been completely consistent in
advocating on this issue, whereas Mr Ramsay continues
to duck and weave depending on whether he is in
government or opposition. First it is the passing loop,
then it is the lack of rolling stock, then it is the level
crossings, then, ‘We forgot the signalling that goes with
the passing loop’. There is always going to be an
excuse. Otherwise those opposite would have just run
the train and released the timetable. Was the new
timetable being drafted under Mr Ramsay’s departed
government? Was there public consultation underway?
Were the signalling issues being sorted out? It is a bit of
a mystery. Terry Mulder assured us in the Colac Herald
that he was working on it, but it was like heat haze on
the horizon — no matter how far you walk, it is always
just a bit further away. But of course in opposition
Mr Mulder well and truly found his voice.
I am not going to seek to amend Mr Ramsay’s motion
to point out that his government had four years and
could not do this. I have pointed out that Geelong and
Melbourne peak rail services are overcrowded and
unreliable and suffer regular delays — they did the
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whole time Mr Ramsay was in government, and that
continues to this day. I certainly, though, endorse
paragraph 4 of this motion, which:
calls on the Andrews government to make the necessary
changes and introduce a fourth daily service to meet the needs
of train passengers using the Warrnambool line.

It is incredibly important for the environment that we
move people off roads and onto rail. It is incredibly
important to community safety. Travel by rail is six
times safer per kilometre travelled then road.
While we are at it, we could talk about the shocking
state of the freight network, which is another Kennett
legacy. Dr Napthine was good enough to admit that it
was probably a mistake to have sold off V/Line freight
when the coalition was in government previously. We
have still not really recovered from that. It would also
be good to see some advocacy from all parties about
getting more freight on rail on the Warrnambool line.
The Australian Lamb Company down at Colac is dead
keen to start transporting more of its containerised lamb
by rail. It adjoins the railway line and is willing to host
a spur line or a loading bay on its site.
It is incredibly important for regional development that
we get these extra rail services. If we do, it will become
viable to live in some of these small and quite beautiful
towns along the Warrnambool line and still commute to
the job centres of Geelong and even Melbourne. That
means people taking their pay packets back to these
communities every night when they go home from
work. In terms of a just outcome for the community, it
is important that the significant part of the population
without the ability to drive themselves are also given
the freedom to move around — to visit friends or get to
a doctor’s appointment without it having to be an
overnight trip.
These are essential aspects of livability and community
life that other communities in Victoria probably take for
granted, being on lines that have been a bit better
looked after over the years, communities in Liberal or
Labor marginal seats that are constantly being fought
over. But Warrnambool is struggling for some of the
most basic services. While I cannot but agree with the
sentiments in the motion, the fact is that governments
Labor, Liberal, Labor, Liberal and now Labor have
failed to take action in this region. The community’s
voice is being heard louder and louder. Increasingly at
the ballot box they are stating quite clearly that the old
parties have failed them and they are looking to send
better advocates to this Parliament than Labor and the
coalition parties have so far been able to deliver.
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Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to make a small contribution to the
debate on Mr Ramsay’s motion supporting rail services
into the Warrnambool region. I feel that I am probably
more qualified than most to support the motion and to
speak on it. Rail is one of my favourite topics. People
here would have heard me raise it in my inaugural
speech and many times since. I travel on the line quite
often, and everything people are saying about it is true:
it is crowded — people are required to stand or sit on
the floor on regular occasions — and the timetable is
wrong. We need the extra service and a better
timetable.
But my reason for raising it is a little different to most.
My reason is that western Victoria needs better rail
services because it is a growing and strong agricultural
area that has the potential to become even better. The
issue of rail is made even worse because of our road
network, which as I have said before needs something
like $220 million spent on it to bring it up to the
standard of the rest of Victoria. Without having road
and rail infrastructure in place — and today we are
talking about the rail side of it — it is impossible to
develop business in western Victoria, create jobs and
make it even more successful than it is.
Western Victoria is growing its renewable energy
industry. There are a number of wind farms that will be
developed in that area, and this industry will continue to
grow. As well as that there is strong agricultural
growth, which is also going to be a significant job
creator in coming years.
It is great to hear all parties across the political
spectrum support this motion, and I am sure that
support will continue after the by-elections. My cynical
side does not suggest for even a moment that this issue
has been brought to the surface because of the
by-elections which are going to be held at the end of the
month.
I support this motion. The train service is antiquated,
with trains that are 30 years old. I regularly travel on
this service. The trains need to be upgraded. The people
in the region are saying, ‘Give us more services and
give us a better timetable’. The issue of antiquated
carriages and trains is not being raised on a regular
basis.
There are companies in Colac that tell us that they need
a better train service to bring employees to their town.
These companies need skilled workers who would
potentially travel on a daily service to and from
Geelong. There are many other areas that need to be
considered as well.
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I support the regional network community forums that
have been held on the change of timetable. Reports we
have received say there will be some changes made to
the timetables, which will mean an improvement for
those living in western Victoria.
It is important to have an additional train service to not
only improve the region’s infrastructure and also get
people from Melbourne to western Victoria and back
again. An extra service will create an opportunity for
people to attend medical appointments and also attend
Deakin University, which will provide many more
education services to the Geelong area. Students could
commute more regularly on an additional train service.
I support the motion put forward by Mr Ramsay to this
Parliament. I hope the support continues to grow after
the by-elections are completed.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — It is
unusual to have this order of speakers. I would also like
to speak briefly on Mr Ramsay’s motion. I have
listened with great interest to the history of argy-bargy
over this issue, which has resulted in very little being
done in this area. It seems entirely sensible when all
parties in this place are arguing for greater use of public
transport, and particularly the fourth point of
Mr Ramsay’s motion, that we provide greater public
transport options for those living in regional Victoria.
I cannot say that I am a terribly experienced
Warrnambool line passenger, but I have certainly
listened to others speak about it as well as having read
about it over the last few days as I have looked at this
motion. I have read that the Great South Coast Group
and the G21 group have been pushing for this for a long
time. I have listened to my colleague Mr Purcell raise
this issue all year. I have also gone down to this area as
part of my committee work and heard about the
growing population in the area. This area in the
south-western rail corridor catches almost 30 towns and
cities and has a community population in excess of
300 000. I have heard about the delays and the
overcrowding on the trains. We are also constantly
hearing talk in this place about regional areas and a
desire to really focus on them. This is something on
which we seem to do a lot of talking but do not take a
whole lot of action. After listening to the debate today
this seems to be an ongoing issue.
We need to grant extra services to these growing
regional populations in cities like Warrnambool. I
understand that there are three train services per day —
morning, midday and evening — from Geelong to
Colac. I was very interested to hear about the one-way
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coach service from Geelong to Colac in the late
afternoon. Obviously this is not enough.
When I met with people to get their views on the
nurse-patient ratio debate, which was held yesterday in
this place, a number of hospitals in the region said to
me, ‘We just can’t recruit in the area, and there is no
way for people outside the area to get to the area’.
These added services would help with that recruitment.
There are many other businesses in this area, whether
they be health services or farming businesses, that need
employees. They just cannot find them in the area.
These added train services would enable them to recruit
from outside their area, which they say they are
screaming out for.
I understand that Mr Ramsay is asking for a fourth
daily service. Having spoken to the people down there,
I would like to up that figure and say that we need five
regular daily services on this line.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to make my contribution to the
debate on Mr Ramsay’s motion. It is an excellent
motion that condemns the Andrews government for not
supporting additional rail services on the Warrnambool
to Geelong line.
I would like to take a step back to a time when we had a
coalition government in Victoria and the members for
South-West Coast and Polwarth in the Assembly, Denis
Napthine and Terry Mulder, worked exceptionally hard
to ensure that additional services could become a
reality. At the time there were infrastructure concerns
that would not facilitate the additional services we are
talking about in this motion today, but those members
advocated for their local communities to ensure that
lines were upgraded and the Warncoort passing loop
was installed so that these additional services could
occur. The coalition government made a commitment
that if it was re-elected, the additional rail service on the
Warrnambool line would be implemented.
Of course it came to pass that Labor won government,
and it has forgotten about regional Victoria and the
needs of the communities of South-West Coast and
Polwarth. We have by-elections coming up for the seats
of South-West Coast and Polwarth, and Labor failed to
even enlist candidates to run in those by-elections. It
has forgotten not only about the rail services but about
those electorates entirely. The government has
abandoned regional Victoria and is not even standing
candidates in those two seats. It is of no great surprise
to me or my coalition colleagues that the Labor Party
has forgotten regional Victorians, because it is only
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those on our side of the house who represent regional
Victoria.
As a result of the infrastructure upgrades that occurred
under the coalition government, the additional rail
services on the Warrnambool line are now possible. Of
course this Labor government says it is looking into the
possibility of adding services. It seems to be looking
into a lot of things. I recall a forum that was held not so
long ago in Ballarat to talk about jobs. Since then we
have seen major job losses, and absolutely nothing has
occurred as a result of that forum. There is a VicRoads
relocation on the table that could certainly help the job
situation in Ballarat, but Labor is just ‘looking into it’.
It is another talkfest.
Of course the additional rail service on the
Warrnambool line would assist not just the residents of
Warrnambool, a great regional city that is expected to
grow by some 40 per cent over the next 20 years, but
also those other towns and cities along the
Warrnambool line, including Terang, Camperdown,
Colac, Birregurra — which Mr Ramsay knows
exceptionally well — and Winchelsea. Despite the best
efforts of this Labor government, western Victoria is
growing. It is growing despite the Labor government
introducing thought bubbles about public holidays that
nobody wanted or asked for and which only served to
hurt small businesses and families in western Victoria.
Further growth in the regional cities and towns of
western Victoria, and indeed along the Warrnambool
line, is being held back because of the Labor
government’s lack of investment in important services
such as additional rail services on the Warrnambool to
Geelong line and the Geelong to Melbourne line.
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fabulous candidate representing the Liberal Party in
Roma Britnell. As a former dairy farmer from
Woolsthorpe, Roma Britnell certainly understands the
importance of additional rail infrastructure on the
Warrnambool line. She is a recipient of the 2009
national Rural Women’s Award as well as the
Victorian Rural Woman of the Year award, and she is a
Nuffield Scholar. She also served as vice-president of
the United Dairy Farmers of Victoria until she won
preselection to represent the Liberal Party in the great
seat of South-West Coast.
Unfortunately the Labor Party has abandoned
South-West Coast, as it has Polwarth. It did not even
field a candidate. I know many are aghast that the
Labor Party could possibly be forgetting rural and
regional Victoria in such a way. In Polwarth, an
electorate that would significantly benefit from the
additional service, the Liberal Party has a great
candidate for the by-election in Richard Riordan. He is
managing director of his family business, Colac Hire
and Riordan LPG, which has operated in the area for
over five generations. I raise this just to illustrate the
calibre of people the Liberal Party has putting their
hands up to represent Polwarth in the Parliament. Those
opposite have failed to even field a candidate in these
by-elections. We have people who will stand up and be
strong voices for both Polwarth and South-West Coast.
However, the Labor Party has failed to do anything to
represent these two great electorates.

It is important to note that the commitment of
additional rail services made by the former member for
South-West Coast prior to the election included an
additional service which would leave Warrnambool at
7.40 a.m. and arrive in Melbourne at 11.05 a.m. and
another service which would depart Melbourne at
3.45 p.m. and arrive in Warrnambool at 7.00 p.m.
Those services would have provided additional
opportunities for residents along the Warrnambool line
to visit Melbourne or Geelong for whatever reason,
whether it be for educational opportunities or for
medical appointments and the like. However, that will
not occur because this Labor government has failed to
invest in those extremely important additional services
on the Warrnambool line.

Paragraph (3) of Mr Ramsay’s motion notes that many
complaints have been made at regional network
community forums. Like Mr Ramsay, I along with
many of my colleagues have attended these community
forums, and the angst and outright anger that have been
expressed at these forums goes some way towards
indicating what members of the community feel has
occurred under this Labor government. They have been
abandoned. Members of this place had the misfortune
to hear me make some comments about the effect of the
regional rail link on the Ballarat train line. At regional
network community forums, that view has been
expressed in a very strong way by members of the
community. Those who live along the Warrnambool
train line have been abandoned by Labor because this
additional train service has not been introduced. We
know this additional service is critically needed in this
growing community and region. However, Labor has
seen fit to abandon the people of both Polwarth and
South-West Coast.

We have members in this Parliament who care about
regional Victoria. They care about the seats of
South-West Coast and Polwarth. In the former
Premier’s electorate of South-West Coast we have a

It is extremely important that these additional services
be implemented. The Leader of the Opposition, the
Honourable Matthew Guy, along with the shadow
Minister for Public Transport and member for Croydon
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in the Legislative Assembly, David Hodgett, have made
the announcement that the coalition will introduce
them. They made that announcement alongside our
candidates for South-West Coast and Polwarth, Roma
Britnell and Richard Riordan. Those members and
candidates understand how important it is that these
additional services are provided. To follow up on a
point Mr Ramsay made, it appears that it is only Labor
members who are not committed to this important
additional service for western Victorians.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is with
pleasure that I take this opportunity to contribute to the
debate on Mr Ramsay’s motion relating to rail services
for the south-west of Victoria. There is an important
issue in relation to this particular rail line. The coalition
has moved on this to ensure that the people who have
the opportunity to vote in the upcoming by-elections for
the electorates of Polwarth and South-West Coast will
know exactly where the respective parties stand. It is a
sad indictment of Labor Party members that they are
willing to come into this place and throw comments
across the chamber. They do not want to get their hands
dirty by running candidates in these by-elections and
letting the electorate judge them on the work they have
done so far. This indicates that at the moment Labor
does not want to know about regional Victoria, and it
does not want to know about regional rail services.
In the lead-up to the last election, $178 million was on
the table. We in the coalition have learnt our lesson that
we did not get it right in Shepparton, that we did not act
quickly enough and that we did not provide the rail
services the community called for. Members of the
community in Shepparton told us in very certain terms
that, irrespective of what we said we were going to do,
they were going to make us pay for what we did not do.
When the result goes against you, if you do not heed
that message, you are a fool.
We heard that message from the community of
Shepparton, and we understand that other areas around
the state also need improved rail services. During its
term in government the coalition did work on paving
the way for additional services for the south-west of the
state — for Colac, Camperdown, the area past Geelong
and down to the Warrnambool line. The services that
are being called for now were identified during the
previous term of government. They were resourced and
catered for in the budget outcomes and predictions, but
unfortunately the coalition did not get the opportunity
to deliver on them. It is a matter of continual flow; the
Labor Party should be investing in this. Even though
Labor does not have representatives in these lower
house electorates, it should still be investing in these
rail services.
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It is well acknowledged that Warrnambool is one of the
growth regions of this state. It has been battling high
levels of growth for the last 7 to 10 years. This has been
an issue for Warrnambool at the council level, and it is
no wonder that Mike Neoh, The Nationals candidate for
the electorate of South-West Coast, has been
advocating for these rail services for many years. Good
on him for doing so! Mike Neoh will continue to
advocate for these services throughout the by-election,
but irrespective of what happens, whether The
Nationals are successful or somebody else wins, Mike
Neoh will continue to advocate for these services, not
because there is a four-week window of opportunity
with the by-election but because he knows it is the right
thing for the region. He knows how important it is that
a city the size of Warrnambool and the towns and
regions along that line have these extra services.
I have seen firsthand the impact additional rail services
can have on a regional city. I saw that in the example of
Bendigo. I have also seen the damage done by the
Labor Party when it did not do the job properly. When
it built additional services to Bendigo, it ripped up half
of the second line. From Kyneton through to Bendigo
we now have a single line rather than the two lines we
had for the first 100 years of that rail service. That was
absolute short-sightedness. Labor tried to sell the public
a furphy and tried to complete a project on the cheap.
Labor did not care about these matters, and now the city
of Bendigo is constrained because it has only that one
line plus a couple of passing loops in the first 80 to
100 kilometres towards Kyneton. This is a real
problem, and it is now coming to the fore as the need
for those services is increasing. Growth is needed to
push forward, but we cannot achieve that, because
trains often need to pass each other, but without a
passing loop they are forced to stop.
As those who have been following the by-election over
the last few weeks would know, Mike Neoh is the
mayor of Warrnambool, which is one of Victoria’s
fastest growing regional cities. He has been on the
record many times advocating for these additional rail
services to Warrnambool.
An honourable member — How many times have
you said ‘Mike Neoh’?
Mr DRUM — At least I do not talk about my
partner every day in Parliament. I am somewhat
constrained as to how many times I can talk about my
partner. But anyway, each to their own.
It is also very important to understand that regional
development and additional rail services go hand in
glove. You cannot have one without the other. If you do
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not heed the lessons or warnings of other areas around
the state, you are a fool. We have learnt our lessons,
and the people of the south-west of Victoria can bet
their bottom dollar that the coalition will never let
regional rail services fall behind ever again. We
understand how important they are. The Nationals have
learnt the lesson. We will advocate like no-one else
could ever advocate for better and improved rail
services — rail services that continue to lead regional
development in this state.
I hope that both David O’Brien, The Nationals
candidate for Polwarth, and Michael Neoh are given the
opportunity to continue that advocacy from inside the
Parliament. We all know David O’Brien has been a
member of Parliament previously and Mike Neoh has
been a councillor on the Warrnambool City Council. If
it does not work out for them at the by-election, they
will continue to advocate in the roles they hold in their
communities. Hopefully, irrespective of what happens
in the by-election, the Labor government today or a
coalition government in the future will improve the rail
services that are needed for the area of the south-west
of Victoria.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wyndham police resources
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is for Mr Herbert as the
minister representing the Minister for Police. It
concerns police resourcing in the Wyndham council
area. Since my election as a member for Western
Metropolitan Region I have become increasingly aware
that there are not enough police officers or stations to
cope with the population growth in the Wyndham area,
which is having a devastating impact on the local
community. My understanding from Police Association
Victoria is that the first response officer-to-resident
ratio in Wyndham is less than half that of the state
average. I note from a government media release issued
on Monday that custody officer laws will assist in
freeing up police officers. However, this release did not
name Wyndham as either a pilot or a priority station.
What is the government doing to ensure that the
officer-to-resident ratio is improved so that the people
of Wyndham can be served by the police resources and
capacity they need and deserve?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question
and her concern for law and order in the Wyndham area
and in fact in all the areas she represents. Of course
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Labor is and always has been committed to appropriate
and strong policing levels. In fact in May 2010 — we
can go back to then — we committed funding for
1966 extra frontline police. The 2015–16 state budget
delivered a record $2.5 billion for Victoria Police to
continue its work in keeping our community safe.
Indeed the budget also invested nearly $150 million —
$148 million or $149 million — for police custody
officers, the legislation for whom is of course coming
before this Parliament, so that 400 police officers could
be redeployed to the front line. That is a straight
redeployment there.
These custody officers are among 600 additional police
personnel introduced by the government, including
forensic scientists. It is not just frontline police; there is
a whole range of police involved: transit police,
protective services officers and detectives dedicated to
supervising serious sex offenders on supervision orders.
Whilst government provides the resources, it is true to
say that it is the Chief Commissioner of Police who is
responsible for determining how those resources are
allocated. We would not seek to do that in terms of
operational needs across the state.
On the specifics of the area the member referred to, I
am advised that across the north west metro division 2,
which includes the Wyndham police service area, there
has been an increase of more than 85 police since
November 2010. These were all positions budgeted by
the previous Labor government.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his response
and for his obvious commitment to police resourcing.
In my discussions with various groups, including Police
Association Victoria, the Point Cook Action Group and
a number of local constituents, it has become clear that
as well as a significant increase in police resources
across Wyndham, a police station in Point Cook is
critical to ensure public safety. I ask the minister: will
the government commit to a new police station in Point
Cook, and if so, when can the community expect it?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is a bit beyond my capability to give a
commitment to that one right now! I will say, though,
that I think we have put in an extra five officers at
Werribee police station and an extra five at Wyndham
North just this year. I am happy to take the question
about Point Cook on notice, and I will refer it through. I
surmise, however, that this is part of a budget issue as
well as discussions with operational police command.
We would take those discussions very seriously.
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Medicinal cannabis
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for Mr Herbert, representing the Minister for
Police. The Premier, Daniel Andrews, said that
yesterday was one of the proudest days of his political
career as he was able to take on board the
recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission report into medicinal cannabis and
announce that Victoria would move to legalise
medicinal cannabis for people suffering a range of
serious illnesses. Only months ago I asked the
government to stop pursuing criminal convictions
against those using or possessing cannabis for
medicinal purposes while the Victorian Law Reform
Commission was considering its report. Legalising
medicinal cannabis was an election promise anyway,
and it was unfair to continue to prosecute people who
were helping to push this whole issue to a head.
In light of the Premier’s announcement yesterday I ask
again: given that the government has now moved to
legalise cannabis for medicinal purposes, will it stop
pursuing criminal convictions against those
administering or using cannabis products — for
themselves or their children — to alleviate their
suffering until this legislation has passed?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I guess the law is the law, and the law will be
administered as the law is. That is a basic tenet of our
Parliament and of our legislative, policing and judicial
systems. It is not for me to specifically answer the
question; I guess I can seek an answer, but I would say
that the law is the law, and until the law changes, it
should be upheld.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer. Medical cannabis is to
become a prescribed drug alongside Zoloft, OxyContin
and Mogadon. Given that we do not currently have a
roadside impairment test for prescription drugs — the
drugs which we now know are killing Victorians at
rates higher than any illicit substances — will the
government ensure that it will look to create a
measurement for tetrahydrocannabinol blood content so
that people who are using cannabis products for a range
of medical conditions will know how much of their
medicine they can consume and still be able to operate
a vehicle?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the member for her question and her
long-term interest in this area. I guess it is fair to say
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that in terms of the medical cannabis — the use of
cannabis for medicinal purposes for those in prescribed
circumstances, where there are few other options, if
any — that legislation will come before the Parliament,
and of course in that there will be protocols developed
in terms of the member’s substantive question and her
secondary question, which I presume relates to that
substantive question, although it is a bit of a long bow.
Nevertheless, obviously there will be protocols. It is a
very sophisticated area. There will be discussions with
the federal government of course. There has to be a lot
worked through on that, but that will be part of the
process.
On the issue of roadside testing, I am happy to refer it
on, but I understand that these are issues that are done
through national protocols and issues that are dealt with
through the police. Obviously there are complexities in
terms of how you do the testing, in terms of the
different sorts of drugs. It is beyond my capacity to give
the member a straight answer on that one, but I will
refer it on.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister referred
to the supplementary question as a long bow, and I
must indicate that from the Chair I also thought there
was a tenuous link between the supplementary question
and the substantive question. Members need to have
regard to a minister’s answer and to matters that really
are apposite to the original question when asking a
supplementary question. I think Ms Patten did actually
get away with asking two questions — two substantive
questions — today.

Timber industry
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture, and it refers to an
Age report of 13 July stating that low-grade native
timber could be shipped to China and other countries to
help an ailing VicForests. The report stated that the
timber industry has been lobbying government to relax
local processing requirements so export can take place.
Will the minister inform the house of any negotiations
and contracts VicForests is conducting with Chinese
companies or companies in other parts of Asia for the
export of native timber to such markets and how this
fits with the role of the industry task force providing
leadership on — and I quote — ‘job protection’?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. The relaxation of the
requirement around domestic processing that
Ms Dunn’s question is about was approved by the
coalition government last year, and indeed it has its
origins in the former Labor government’s Our Forests,
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Our Future statement from 2004. It relates to the
sunsetting of arrangements that existed to assist with
transition, and specifically section 86A of the State
Owned Enterprises Act 1992.
There are no contracts or other arrangements that have
been entered into or that are being negotiated, so this
does not actually apply to any particular thing as such at
the moment. Everything that occurred before 1 July
remains protected by the provisions that existed prior to
the new arrangements. My department is currently
investigating appropriate mechanisms to ensure that
VicForests explores all options for domestic processing
before any export contracts are considered. Our priority
is jobs for people in Victoria, and that will continue to
be the focus.
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burn in the Cobaw State Forest that was conducted last
week, why was this controlled burn done late last week
and allowed to continue over the weekend, given the
long weekend and also the clear expectation of hot
weather and high winds in the following days?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank the member for her question. As she would
understand, the management of the fuel reduction
burning program is the responsibility of my colleague
the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water, and I am certain she in the last few days has
been seeking the advice of her department and the
agency undertaking this work in accordance with what
would be community anxiety that may have arisen
subsequent to the controlled burning program in the last
few days.

Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. In the same article the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
national secretary, Michael O’Connor, stated that
exporting unprocessed wood to countries like China
represented a ‘low road’ in terms of economic and
social return. Does the minister agree that exporting
unprocessed timber to China and other countries is the
low road and is undermining the 500 or thereabouts
local jobs in the timber industry?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I caution the minister
that to some extent that supplementary question calls
for an opinion as distinct from responding with a
factual matter. The minister might bear that in mind in
her answer.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank the member for her supplementary question. We
are committed to exploring strong and effective trade
relationships with China, as I am sure every member of
the house is well aware. Indeed there has been a great
deal of discussion in recent times about some of the
opportunities that are presented to Victorian industries,
not least of all our food and fibre industries, arising out
of the free trade agreement, but I would reiterate the
answer that I provided to the first part of Ms Dunn’s
question and again state that our priority is to protect
Victorian jobs. I have asked the department to provide
advice to me about how we can ensure that those
opportunities for Victorians are always explored first.

Bushfire preparedness
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government,
representing the Premier. With regard to the planned

As the member and the chamber would be mindful of,
there is an extensive program across Victoria in terms
of fuel reduction. The majority of the program, about
80 per cent, takes place in autumn, following the
summer season, and in fact about 20 per cent of it takes
place in spring. Therefore a limited amount of activity
is undertaken across the Victorian landscape in the
lead-up to summer. Under normal circumstances you
would hope and expect that would be undertaken
within clear and strict procedures and protocols that
contain the size, the scale and the safety of that burning
program. In this case we are dealing with circumstances
where it has not been demonstrated that the fuel
reduction burn was completed in a timely and
appropriate fashion to guarantee safety, given those
changes in temperature conditions.
Overall, in terms of the management of the program —
and it has been the case under previous administrations,
both coalition and Labor — very few fuel reduction
burning programs get away from the managed
approach. In fact probably less than 2 per cent of fuel
reduction burning programs over the last decade have
led to circumstances such as the one in question. Under
normal circumstances quality assurances are put in
place, procedures are put in place and the management
of the program is in place to limit this experience. It is
appropriate that the community is concerned about it,
that questions are asked and that the government
responds in an appropriate way.
Our first priority in this instance is to bring fire under
control, to bring certainty to the community and then to
be able to account for the measures that should be in
place and to improve on those quality assurances. I am
certain that my colleague will be responsive to that
examination in the days to come.
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Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the Leader of the Government for his response. In
response to that, does the minister know — or if he is
unable to respond, I ask that he take this on notice — if
there were reduced staffing levels to undertake the
Cobaw State Forest controlled burn due to the grand
final parade public holiday?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Certainly in the first instance, on the basis of my
knowledge base, I do not believe that to be the case, so
I want to immediately respond to that, but I will get a
fulsome response and provide it to the Parliament
subsequently.

Public holidays
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade as the minister responsible for the
public holidays in Victoria. Can the minister advise the
house if there have been any discussions held with
government or if he has received any advice or
correspondence from parties seeking two additional
public holidays — namely, the Monday before
Melbourne Cup Day and Remembrance Day?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I have had no direct requests,
conversations, emails, text messages or phone calls to
me personally, nor am I aware of any to my office.
However, in order to ensure the appropriateness of the
response I will also take that on notice and ask the same
question of my department.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer. Given his response,
can the minister guarantee to Victorians that he will not
gazette any more public holidays in the term of this
Andrews government?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — What I can guarantee to all
Victorians is that Mr Ondarchie is part of a political
party that wishes to rip away and steal back this public
holiday from all Victorians, just like Jeff Kennett did in
the 1990s.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, on
relevance, it was a very narrow question, simply
seeking a guarantee that the minister will not gazette
any more public holidays. It was a very narrow
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question, and I suggest that if he chooses not to answer
it, that sends us a message too.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Has the minister
completed his answer?
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, I am still going.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to complete the answer.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, President. On the
public holiday in question the Leader of the Opposition,
Mr Guy, and his office failed to answer any phone calls
either at his electorate office or at his opposition office,
which makes me think that despite the faux outrage
from those opposite in fact they enjoyed the public
holiday. Furthermore, I have responsibility for all the
public holidays across Victoria. The government
intends to keep its election commitments, and no other
public holidays were part of any of its commitments.

Automotive industry
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Ford Australia will cease
manufacturing exactly one year from today, with
Holden and Toyota to follow. These closures will affect
the whole supply chain, predominantly small business,
for which the minister is responsible. Can the minister
detail to the house the plans he has implemented so far,
and will over the next year, to support these small
businesses in the automotive sector?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the honourable
member for his question. It is pretty galling for those
people affected to get a question from those opposite
who sat on their behinds and did nothing while the
federal Treasurer, Joe Hockey, and the state Liberal
government at the time saw the automotive industry
sent offshore. It was as a direct result of all the people
over there and their cousins in Canberra — —
Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, I am
baffled as to why Mr Dalidakis would mention the
federal government on this when this happened under
the Julia Gillard reign of the Labor Party. I am calling
the minister back to relevance, to stop debating this and
rewriting history. He is debating the question, and his
answer has nothing to do with the question that he was
actually asked.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum sometimes
tests me, because he took the opportunity yet again to
debate rather than to come to a point of order. He was
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saved, just, by indicating that there was a relevance
issue in the minister’s answer. That was the only life
jacket he had. I accept that the minister has been putting
some context to his answer. Nonetheless,
Mr Ondarchie’s question was quite specific and it was
prospective rather than retrospective in terms of the
history that members of the house are aware of, albeit
that they may have different perspectives on it. I ask the
minister to respond in a manner that is apposite to the
question.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, President, and I
will get to that very quickly. It is important to once
again place very clearly on Hansard that the reason the
automotive industry is leaving these shores is because
the Liberal state government, under Baillieu, Shaw and
Napthine, and the federal Liberal government dared the
automotive industry to leave, which has left us in the
position we are in today. Furthermore, the Minister for
Industry, the Honourable Lily D’Ambrosio, is working
on her plan at the moment to assist the automotive
industry across the supply chain. Her plan will assist all
businesses — large, medium and small alike — in
whatever occurs as a direct result of the economic
vandalism that was seen under the Napthine, Shaw,
Baillieu and Abbott governments.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
further question to the Minister for Doing Nothing is
around — —
The PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr ONDARCHIE — My question is to the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade.
Given that the Premier said that ‘every job is worth
fighting for’, why is it that the automotive sector small
business community has heard nothing from the
minister since he became the minister?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — In fact I have already visited
what the honourable member would consider small
businesses within the automotive sector. I have also
been to large businesses in the automotive sector. What
I will tell you, President, is that each and every one of
the businesses I have been to has named and shamed
the state and federal Liberal governments for being in
the position they are in today, because they did not care
for the industry. All they wanted to do was try to play
ideological politics with the industry, which has seen
these jobs go offshore.
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Multicultural affairs grants
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Leader of the Government in his
capacity as representing the Premier and is asked with
acknowledgement of the strong commitment to
multiculturalism across all parties in this chamber. In
view of the tragic events in Sydney involving the New
South Wales police department I ask if the government
will immediately reverse its position from that taken
earlier this year and confirmed by the Premier
yesterday and now fund short-term initiatives from the
social cohesion and resilience funding targeting the
removal of online material which promotes hate or
seeks to recruit and radicalise, with the intention being
to reduce the risk of such tragic events occurring in
Victoria.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank the member particularly for her preamble to the
question because I think there is recognition, hopefully
across the Parliament and in the community, about the
need for us to try to find very productive and
cooperative relationships across the diversity of our
community to ensure that we stay a harmonious and
safe state. That should be our overriding commitment
not only in terms of our focus and our engagement with
the community but also as a measure of the programs
that we fund and support to try to assist that effort.
Without making any presumptions about the specific
program the member refers to — whether it had in any
shape or form a linear connection to the circumstances
that may have led to the tragedies in New South Wales
I do not know — I am certain that my colleagues who
are responsible across agencies for dealing with
multicultural affairs, with the police, with community
safety and with the government’s agenda of social
inclusion and participation across the cultural diversity
of our state in all of our programs and in all of our
efforts will be open to suggestions that will make a
positive contribution.
I know there is a cabinet committee chaired by my
colleague the Deputy Premier that looks at a range of
programs and program responsibilities across a number
of departments and has a standing brief to consider the
appropriate support that we provide to our community.
I am certain that my colleagues will be interested in any
positive suggestion that will make a contribution, and I
will take this opportunity to raise this matter with them.
Supplementary question
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. I have called for some short-term
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response in relation to this issue by rolling out funding
for grassroots programs. That has been ruled out and
the focus has been on the medium and long-term
strategies, so I appreciate the minister’s response in
calling for the funding of short-term responses for the
purpose that I have indicated. However, given the
minister’s answer, could I ask also what customised
grassroots programs have been rolled out by the
Andrews government across the different portfolios to
which the minister has referred in order to respond to
the threats of radicalisation of young people?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
happy to obtain the information relating to the
conclusion of the supplementary question. In my
answer I was not quite as fulsome in support of any
programmatic response, as may have been indicated in
the preamble to that supplementary question, so I put
that on the public record to say we are open to looking
at all programs — short, medium and long-term. I did
not necessarily indicate any support for any particular
program, but I am very happy to provide appropriate
dialogue within government about the active
consideration of those matters, and I will report back on
the other issues on the basis of the advice that I obtain
from my colleagues.

Early childhood educators
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children,
and I ask: can the minister guarantee that the costs of
the new heads of agreement signed recently for the
early childhood education sector will be covered by
government and not passed on to parents through
higher fees?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. As I
referred to this morning in my ministers statement, we
had a situation where for two years we had unresolved
industrial disputation occurring between the
kindergarten providers in this state and kindergarten
professionals, both kindergarten teachers and educators,
and what we had from the previous minister was a
complete lack of action. The situation got to the point
where stop-work action was taken late last year, and the
issue was unresolved when we came to government.
Negotiations had stalled for two years because the
previous government failed to take action on the
enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) issue, failed to
take action on the implementation of the new
kindergarten ratios and failed on so many other issues
in relation to our early years services. We made election
commitments to assist the parties to resolve this
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dispute, and we honoured that promise. From the start
of the year my department was actively involved in the
discussions with the various parties to assist them to
resolve the matter.
As I advised the house this morning in my ministers
statement, I am very pleased that the parties have
reached agreement. There was a heads of agreement
signed very recently. We the government took action to
ensure that this matter could be resolved, ensuring a
win-win situation for all parties — for parents, who
have now got the certainty of knowing that we have
quality educators — —
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, my
question was quite specific in relation to asking the
minister whether the cost will be covered by
government and not passed on to parents. I ask you to
draw her back to the specifics of my question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has not
yet completed her answer. I am aware, and was
mindful, of the fact that the question went to how the
agreement provisions would be funded, and I am
anticipating that that will form part of the answer that
the minister is to complete.
Ms MIKAKOS — The point that I am wishing to
make is that we have achieved a very good outcome in
assisting the parties to resolve this matter, and this is a
good deal and a good outcome for Victorian families
that have been impacted upon by the total inaction of
the previous government to resolve this dispute. The
proposed EBA is critical to attracting quality educators
to our kindergarten sector, and by achieving parity for
kindergarten teachers with primary school teachers we
can help to stem the tide of qualified teachers leaving
one sector and going to the other.
What the member clearly does not understand, as I have
explained on previous occasions, is that we do not have
mandatory kindergarten in Victoria. It is voluntary
participation, and in historic circumstances — —
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, I was
trying to give the minister the courtesy of another
minute and a half to get to the specifics of my question.
I ask that you draw her back to answering what I
specifically asked: whether the cost will be passed on.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has not
yet completed her answer. She will have that
opportunity, and if the answer is not provided, then I
will be asking for a written response. In completing her
answer I do not want the minister to revisit what the
previous government did; let us move on.
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Ms MIKAKOS — The member clearly does not
want me to give her a fulsome answer, because the
point I am wishing to make is that there has been a
historic situation, which applied under the previous
government as well, in which parents, as well as the
state government, make a contribution to the cost of
kindergarten. Parents will be making a very modest
contribution to the cost of the new EBA
arrangements — an extremely modest contribution —
and that is in accordance with the arrangements that
were in place under the previous government as well.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for her answer, and I ask: what is the
financial cost of the new agreement to both the state
government and Victorian parents?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
There has been a tradition of not disclosing the full
funding envelope in these matters because it may well
impact on future EBA negotiations with parties, but I
can assure the house that there will be a very modest
impact on parents in accordance with the split of 65 per
cent contribution from the state and 35 per cent
contribution from parents. I am advised that the
anticipated cost to parents is about $1 per week, so it is
a very modest increase. In return parents will be getting
better quality outcomes because we will have a
situation in which we will continue to attract and retain
quality qualified educators and teachers in the
kindergarten sector. This is an outcome that the
opposition should be welcoming. We have achieved
this outcome because the previous government failed to
take action for two whole years.

Port of Melbourne lease
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. I refer to the government’s announcement
by press release last Wednesday of changes to the
proposed port of Melbourne regulatory regime,
including its new proposal to publish capacity levels
and trigger points for compensation after the lease
transaction is concluded. Given that those factors will
determine the extent of any future compensation or
refund from the state to the lessee, why will the
government not determine and publish those factors
ahead of the transaction to provide an assurance to
Victorians that the transaction does in fact represent a
value-for-money proposition?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
smile because Mr Rich-Phillips, who is actually
chairing a select committee in relation to matters
dealing with the lease of the port, is spending many
hours in consideration and scrutiny at hearings yet uses
this forum to obtain further advice on that matter.
Whilst I am smiling about that, it does not mean that it
abrogates my responsibility to be responsive.
We have clearly seen, both during the period of
consideration by the select committee and in terms of
the public policy that the government has taken on
these matters, that at various times we have taken
decisions about the appropriate nature of the release and
disclosure of information in the public domain in terms
of the underpinning preparatory work and the
undertaking of the tender arrangements. We make
judgement calls about the appropriateness of the level
of detail at certain junctures in terms of the public
concern, community concern, institutional concern and
matters that may require more fulsome explanation of
the public policy settings, the underpinning of the
financial structures and the circumstances associated
with the piece of legislation and contractual
arrangements.
Basically the answer to Mr Rich-Phillips’s question is
that my colleagues have made decisions based upon the
best way they believe they can marry up the momentum
to support and establish the leasing arrangements and to
support the implementation of the legislation that we
are hoping to pass as a government. We are mindful of
our obligations to assist the committee in its work and
we are mindful of being responsive to institutional
settings, such as the calls that were made upon the
government to release information last week, and we
were responsive. I would anticipate that we will
continue to be responsive between now and the end of
Mr Rich-Phillips’s committee’s considerations and
ultimately, from my perspective, the end of the
successful conclusion of the committee stage of the bill
in this chamber before the end of the year.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer. To
take up his point about the select committee inquiry,
indeed if that mechanism were providing all the
answers required, I would not be asking questions in
here. But I thank the minister for his response.
Given that the capacity levels and the trigger points will
determine future compensation and the present value of
the sale, what assurance can the government provide, in
the absence of publishing those numbers now, that the
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government is appropriately striking the balance
between the long-term value of that lease and
maximising the short-term revenue from the transaction
in the next six months?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question; it is a good
question. What the government is trying to provide for
is that if and when the lease — and from our
perspective we trust it will be when the lease — is
entered into the people of Victoria will derive an
immediate return to the asset base of Victoria that can
be redistributed and put to another purpose. That is in
the first instance, so we do have an interest in making
sure that we achieve a good financial return for the
people of Victoria now. But we are also mindful of the
lease conditions and the maximum utility of that lease
in terms of maximising the capacity of that leasing
arrangement and incentivising the operator of the lease
to maximise their investment. That is the reason why
we structured what is described as a compensation
term, but hopefully we will use it as an inducement to
maximising the net effect of that asset.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
questions, I indicate that in relation to Ms Wooldridge’s
supplementary question to Mr Jennings on the burn
issue, the minister has undertaken to obtain some
further information, and that will be provided within
two days.
Mr Dalidakis in respect of Mr Ondarchie’s first
substantive question sought to establish whether there
had been any representations to the minister’s office for
additional public holidays, because he has not had those
representations. But he has undertaken to check
whether or not his office or the department has received
any such representations. That answer is to be provided
tomorrow.
In respect of Mrs Peulich’s question on what short-term
programs might have been provided to address some
community harmony issues, Mr Jennings has
undertaken to ascertain from his colleagues if he is able
to provide some further information on that, and that
will be provided in two days.
I am of the view that in her supplementary answer
Ms Mikakos did address the cost factor and also
indicated the ratio of about two for one, government to
family. That leaves Ms Crozier to do some maths as to
the overall cost, but I believe the minister actually
satisfied that question by way of the supplementary
answer.
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With regard to Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question to
Mr Herbert in respect of the possibilities for a new
police station at Point Cook, the minister did provide an
answer that I think was responsive to the question, but
he may well be able to pursue whether or not there is
some further information that would be available to
Dr Carling-Jenkins in the short term. As that involves
the minister in another place, that is to be provided in
two days.
In regard to Ms Patten’s question to Mr Herbert in
respect of the moratorium on the possession of testing
drugs — which was a supplementary question; indeed
it was her second substantive question — the minister
was responsive to that to the extent he could be with the
knowledge available at the moment. But he will also
see if there has been any further consideration of that
moratorium aspect. I indicate that the minister has
previously provided an answer along those lines, and I
think Ms Patten referred to her previous question. She
would be aware of the answer that was provided on that
occasion, so really what the minister will be doing now
is seeing if there has been any change in the position of
the government subsequent to that report and the
information released yesterday.
Ms Patten — On a point of order, President, the
supplementary question was in regard to
tetrahydrocannabinol roadside testing, because
medicinal cannabis is to become a prescription drug
and there is no roadside testing for prescription drugs. It
was separate to the moratorium.
The PRESIDENT — Order! All right. I have
picked up the wrong thing, but yes, the roadside testing
is the issue, and that is to be provided in two days.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
relating to the question that I asked the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade as it related to
small business in the automotive sector, the minister
said in his response that the Minister for Industry is in
fact looking after the arrangements for small businesses
in the automotive sector. I wonder if I could seek a
fulsome response to my question through the minister’s
office via the industry minister’s office?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not prepared to
make a direction to that effect, because Mr Ondarchie’s
question was specifically directed to the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade. I am afraid
Mr Ondarchie will have to come back another time to
address the different minister, which will be tomorrow
presumably. I am not prepared to give a direction,
because the question was specific to the minister. The
minister did provide an answer, which suggested that
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another minister had jurisdiction, so I understand why
Mr Ondarchie is seeking that information, but in terms
of the protocols of dealing with these questions and
answers I cannot direct the minister to provide that
information from another minister when in fact that was
not the question.
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nowhere to call home. My question is: what is the state
government’s plan to address the lack of affordable
local accommodation, in particular the lack of crisis
accommodation and affordable long-term one-bedroom
properties, in Northern Metropolitan Region?

Western Victoria Region
Mrs Peulich — President, I hope you are taking
your manuka honey! On a point of order and without
labouring the point too much, in relation to my
supplementary question, the question was to identify or
inform the house of the range of grassroots programs
that may be delivered on the ground across government
to reduce the threat of radicalisation rather than
generally speaking about promoting harmony. I just
make that point.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I accept that, and I
know the minister understands that. I just paraphrased.
My apologies if the paraphrasing was not adequate.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water and relates to
Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve, a magnificent national
park located 14 kilometres west of Warrnambool. My
concern is that we are seeing many interactions
between wildlife and motor vehicles on roads such as
the Princes Highway, which adjoins Tower Hill. It is
there that these incidents are occurring and placing at
risk the lives of motorists and wildlife alike. My
question is: can the minister investigate what can be
done to ensure the safety of both motorists and wildlife
in the vicinity of the Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Youth Affairs. It comes via the Banyule and Nillumbik
Youth Services Network, which is the major
connecting body for youth services in the area and has
workers representing organisations from a range of
fields across the youth sector. The network is an
ongoing initiative towards improved service provision
for young people, the identification of youth needs and
priorities, service planning and development on a needs
basis to foster successful outcomes for young people.
One of the major difficulties identified by the network
is the current housing crisis for the approximately
6130 young Victorian people aged 12 to 25 who have

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question this afternoon is to the Minister
for Emergency Services. It involves the current
discussion and debate around the old high school site in
Colac. Advice from the Minister for Education in
response to a matter I raised in the adjournment debate
is that the Department of Education and Training is
looking at selling that site. Already the Leader of the
Opposition, the Honourable Matthew Guy, and the
Liberal candidate for Polwarth, Richard Riordan, have
indicated they would support a new police station in
Colac. Given that the Country Fire Authority has
outlived its premises in Bromfield Street, it seems an
opportunity to look at the possibility of creating a
centralised emergency services hub. I ask the minister if
she would look at conducting a feasibility study to look
at potentially using the former site of the Colac High
School for an emergency services hub to enable a
regional response to emergency situations.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is addressed to the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, the Honourable Robin Scott. I ask
the minister to inform me, so I can update my
constituents, whether the government is supporting the
Big West Festival this year. This is a festival that
celebrates the unique social, cultural and geographic
landscape of Melbourne’s western suburbs. I ask: is the
minister able to provide information about the funding
that will be provided for this festival, which showcases
the vibrancy of Victoria’s multiculturalism and the
region I proudly represent?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, Robin Scott. Representing an
area which has a significant multicultural demographic,
I am inundated with questions about the expiration of
the terms of the Victorian Multicultural Commission
(VMC) commissioners. It has now been in excess of
five weeks since the terms of six hardworking VMC
commissioners expired, and no announcement has been
made about reappointment. VMC commissioners do
important work and inform the minister of policies,
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programs and initiatives that are required. My question
to the minister is: can he stop dragging the chain, read
the material in his in-tray and make a decision as to the
appointment of the VMC commissioners, who have
been in limbo for a number of weeks?

Western Victoria Region
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Mental
Health, and my question relates to the minister’s recent
announcement of $5.5 million in funding from the
Andrews Labor government for mental health services
and other services that treat people who are dependent
on alcohol and other drugs. This investment by the
Labor government is very important in supporting
Victoria’s community-based services to meet
contemporary standards and in improving treatment for
some of Victoria’s most vulnerable people. I ask the
minister to inform me how community-based
organisations in my electorate of Western Victoria
Region can access this funding and what guidelines are
in place for its allocation and usage.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I refer the minister to the statement by the
member for Sunbury in the other place to the Sunbury
Train Association that timetables and schedules for
services to Sunbury for next year would be finalised in
November 2015. Will the minister confirm information
received by the Sunbury Train Association that the
scheduling of services to Sunbury for January 2016 was
completed approximately two months ago and that
Mr Josh Bull’s advice was another deception the people
of Sunbury have had to suffer at the hands of the
Andrews Labor government?
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is very marginal.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thought
that too, President. My constituency question is directed
to the Minister for Public Transport, Jacinta Allan. I
understand a group will be formed to look at a potential
Box Hill interchange. I have received correspondence
from local councillors and individuals who would like
to have some personal input into that process. The
question I ask the minister is whether her department
has plans to hold open forums at the end of this year or
early next year.
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Northern Victoria Region
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My constituency
question is directed to the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. A range of towns and
communities throughout Northern Victoria Region are
facing the real threat of bushfires. Due to the concerns
of constituents there I ask that the minister provide me
with the necessary data that will outline what the
prescribed burn targets are for Northern Victoria
Region and what the prescribed burn schedule is for the
short window of the spring period. As Minister
Jennings has said, this takes up only a small percentage
of the schedule; however, it is an important percentage.
Whilst my inquiries are based on data for prescribed
burn targets for the spring session in Northern Victoria
Region, I would also welcome the minister providing
this information to me for regions right across the state.
If that does not suit the minister, could I just have the
prescribed burn data for the spring session for Northern
Victoria Region?
Sitting suspended 1.57 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

WARRNAMBOOL–GEELONG RAIL
SERVICES
Debate resumed.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I strongly
support the motion put forward by Mr Ramsay, and I
commend him, as indeed I commend Mr Morris, on the
magnificent work they are doing to support the people
of western Victoria.
There may be members who will think it odd that a
member for Western Metropolitan Region would be
speaking on this particular motion, but my history goes
back to my days as a lad in Colac. I grew up on a dairy
farm just outside of Colac, and let me tell you, I know a
cow when I see one. I will leave that alone.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Ondarchie, I will milk it for all it is
worth.
I recall only too well that from time to time the train
from Melbourne seemed to be the link between us and
civilisation. As a callow youth in those days — and I
know there may be some in the chamber who might
have trouble believing that I was a youth, but indeed I
was — I used to move between my school in Sunbury
and my home in Colac, and I used to catch the train. I
remember that train very well. All those years ago there
were two train services a day, and I have to say it
astounds me that now, after all these years with all of
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the changes that we have seen in the state, there is only
one extra train a day on the Warrnambool line. I find
that astonishing, and it is perhaps somewhat of an
indictment of a number of governments.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr FINN — This government is currently in power
and the buck has to stop somewhere. I am sure
Mr Herbert will be very pleased to take any bucks he
can get hold of, and this one has landed directly at his
feet.
I think back to my days on the farm at a place called
Coragulac — in fact it was Alvie, Warrion and
Coragulac. We moved three times without actually
shifting because the post office in those time was pretty
much the same as the post office these days. The staff
did not quite know what was going on half the time. I
recall that in those days there was a great sense of
isolation. The school bus to Colac would often take up
to an hour and a half to get there. To describe that as an
effective means of public transport would probably be
pushing a point. When I heard people in this chamber
talking about the sense of isolation felt by people in the
country who lack access to public transport, I could
certainly relate to it. I commend Mr Ramsay for
bringing forward this motion today so that we can
discuss this sort of thing.
I have to say that under this government there is
probably not much chance that the Warrnambool line
will get extra train services. We already have a situation
where the Andrews Labor government is pulling train
services from places such as Sunbury. After being
promised that the V/Line services to Sunbury would
remain, we have been told that will change and
Sunbury will lose significant coverage. If you are going
to see that in a place like Sunbury, which is relatively
close to Melbourne, you will certainly see very little
improvement for the people of Colac, Camperdown,
Warrnambool, Winchelsea and so forth down the track.
And Birregurra of course; I would be remiss not to
mention Birregurra.
Mr Barber — Camperdown.
Mr FINN — I did mention Camperdown,
Mr Barber. I should throw in Terang as well. I am glad
Mr Barber stuck his head up, because I was going to
mention him. I know he has spent a great deal of time
in the Western District.

Greens might get some sort of electoral windfall or
boost from his campaigning efforts. I have to say to
Mr Barber — I will take him into my confidence
here — that country people and particularly the people
in the Western District have very strong BS meters.
When Mr Barber goes down there, those meters
probably go into meltdown. The people of the Western
District of Victoria will never vote green as long as
their tails point to the ground. It is not going to happen.
In the tradition of friendliness I will make a suggestion:
the Greens should not bother with the Western District.
If they follow the example of Labor members, who
have given up on it altogether and walked away, they
will be a lot better off. They should work on the areas in
the inner suburbs of Melbourne, where they have a
chance. Earlier we were discussing the possibility of
getting a tram for Colac, but I think that is highly
unlikely, even during a by-election campaign. In the
spirit of warmth and friendliness, I offer that advice to
Mr Barber. It is a waste of time for him to go down
there to try to get the people of western Victoria to vote
for the Greens, because they will not. Those people will
not fall for the empty rhetoric of the Greens. They
know the causes of a whole range of problems, and
when Mr Barber goes down there they see another one
coming. I would suggest to Mr Barber that he is most
certainly wasting his time.
Mr Ramsay’s motion is a very good one, but I fear we
will have to wait for the return of a coalition
government after the next election for those services to
come to Warrnambool. I do not believe this
government will provide any joy at all for anybody.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr FINN — There will be no joy from this Labor
government. I will put it this way, for the benefit of
Mr Herbert: if the Labor government will not do
anything for the people of the western suburbs, why
would they do anything for the people of western
Victoria? It is a nonsense to suggest that will happen. I
commend Mr Ramsay for trying. He is a conscientious
and hardworking local member who stands up for his
constituents in this Parliament, and he is to be
commended for that.
I look forward to seeing Richard Riordan and Roma
Britnell joining us here in the Parliament early next
month.
Mr Dalidakis — Who?

Mr Davis — Family holidays?
Mr FINN — I do not think it was for family
holidays. He has been down there in the hope that the
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Mr FINN — You will find out, brother. It is
coming.
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Mr Dalidakis — Comrade.
Mr FINN — No. In the spirit of friendliness and
warmth that I exude from time to time, I say that I look
forward to that. I have not met Roma as yet. I look
forward to doing that. I have known Richard for some
years. The Riordan family are icons of Colac, I think
you could say. They know that area very well, and the
area knows them very well. Richard will be the ultimate
local member. He will be an excellent member. I know
from people who have spoken to me about Roma that
she will be the same for the South-West Coast
electorate. I look forward to them coming into this
Parliament and joining Mr Ramsay and Mr Morris as
very strong and firm voices for western Victoria. I think
that is something we should all be quite excited about.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane is very excited about it. You
can tell when Mr Leane gets excited. It is obvious to all
concerned.
Mr Ramsay — Is there a coup coming?
Mr FINN — Is there a coup coming? We know
there is a coup coming, but Mr Ramsay is getting me
off track. I could talk about that for a while. Who put
Mr Somyurek and Mr Melhem together? Dear me, they
were asking for trouble there.
I will return to the motion by commending Mr Ramsay
on his efforts, and I look forward to this motion
passing. At the election of the coalition government in
November 2018, I look forward to these services
Mr Ramsay has asked for being delivered.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I have been
listening to a little bit of this debate in my office. In fact
I do not think I have missed much of it.
Mr Dalidakis — You poor thing! You need a
whisky.
Ms SYMES — I know! It is punishment for my
sins, Mr Dalidakis.
From the outset I will say that, if nothing else, the
Liberals are consistent. They show an increased interest
in a community when there is a job at stake. Sadly for
the communities of the south-west they were not the
beneficiaries of Liberal Party interest when they had
Liberal government members elected to represent them.
From the four years of the previous Liberal-Nationals
coalition government there is no evidence — and I can
assure members that I have tried to seek it out — of
improvements being made to the Warrnambool line.
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Mr Ramsay — Have you been on it?
Ms SYMES — No, I declare I have never travelled
on the Warrnambool line. I speak quite regularly to
Mr Purcell, who — —
Mr Finn — Have you been to the pub at Dunkeld?
Ms SYMES — I have been to the pub at Dunkeld.
Mr Finn — You had the state conference there,
didn’t you?
Ms SYMES — A couple of years ago, yes.
Mr Purcell regularly tells me about his experiences on
the Warrnambool line, and I know that Thursday
finishing time is of interest to his family and friends
back home because sometimes he gets there and
sometimes he does not, depending on what time we
rise. I must say that unlike many members in the house,
he is quite relaxed about our finishing time on a
Thursday. I think he has got the most at stake, but he
never hassles either of the whips about the finishing
time on a Thursday; I must acknowledge that.
I have also heard quite a bit about the Warrnambool
line in my meetings with RTAG, the Regional
Transport Advisory Group. We have been equipped to
travel around the state and consult with communities on
the development of the regional network development
plan, which is basically a short, medium and long-term
plan for transport for our country people. I will refer to
one of the things that comes up about Warrnambool
that I have heard firsthand. I do say that I have not been
on the Warrnambool line; I generally head north as
opposed to west. What I do know about that rail line,
however, is that if you go from Melbourne, you go to
Warrnambool and you pass through a couple of
electorates along the way, and a couple of those, which
I am sure Mr Ramsay is a bit more familiar with than I
am, are the seats of South-West Coast and Polwarth.
They are lovely parts of the state, absolutely. I have
spent a bit of time in Polwarth. The thing those two
electorates have in common is that their members have
both recently retired and we are facing by-elections,
which is, I think, a bit of the motivation for today’s
motion.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SYMES — I am just going to say ‘I think’; I
will leave it there. What I find interesting is that this
motion has been raised at a time when we have a
pending by-election, whereas one would have thought
that if the Liberals really cared about this railway line,
and given they had a local Premier and a local minister
responsible for the specific portfolio that is the topic of
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our debate on rail today, and if it had been a priority,
we would have seen some action in the four years of the
previous government. Those two people had pretty
influential roles, and those two people were in the
electorates this rail line passes through and indeed
where it ends.
I sought to review a little bit of the history, and I found
that in June last year Mr Mulder, the former member
for Polwarth and the former Minister for Public
Transport, was talking down the idea of an additional
service on the Warrnambool line, telling the
Warrnambool Standard that for that to happen — —
Mr Davis — Did you do this research or did you get
someone to give it to you?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair.
Ms SYMES — Sorry, Deputy President. I think I
will just come back to how I started my contribution. It
is unsurprising that we have a whiff of a by-election,
with once again Liberal members’ jobs at stake — they
are on the line — and those opposite are falling over
themselves to convince the south-west that they care
more about the people who live there than The
Nationals.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SYMES — Are you having a conversation with
me or with each other?

Ms SYMES — I did. It is called Google.

Mr Ramsay interjected.

An honourable member interjected.

Ms SYMES — Good.

Ms SYMES — It comes up in the Warrnambool
Standard. Google brings you to the Warrnambool
Standard, and then you can read the Warrnambool
Standard’s prior editions. What you find there is a
quote from the former member for Polwarth that says,
in relation to an additional service:
… for that to happen, we need to be sure there will be
patronage and there is a very specific science PTV use to
determine the demand for services.

And further:
It’s not as easy as what the Greens say. You can’t just
increase services by 50 per cent. There needs to be the
demand. No-one wants to see empty trains running along a
railway line.

This was in June 2014. Then in the lead-up to the 2014
election — just a couple of months after that — we had
a promise from the Liberal government of an additional
return rail service on the Warrnambool line.
Mr Davis — Do you support it?
Ms SYMES — There is great merit in an additional
service on the Warrnambool line. I certainly would not
deny that.
Mr Davis — So are you going to support it?
Ms SYMES — The motion? I am not supporting a
motion that condemns a government for not doing
something in 10 months that your government did not
do in the last four years, especially when you had the
Premier and Minister for Public Transport in those
seats.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair.
Ms SYMES — Sorry, Deputy President. I have
heard through my office the claims those opposite have
made — that they are wanting to stand up for regional
Victoria. Their attitude is: ‘We’re trying to force the
hand of the government to do something that we should
have done, and we’re pretending it’s not a big deal that
we didn’t do it, so let’s try and pretend that we were
going to do it and we’ll try to force the government’s
hand’. It is not, however, so much about words; it is
about actions. The history speaks for itself. The former
government gutted $73 million from V/Line over three
years. I understand — and I think this has been
confirmed by every speaker today — that no additional
extra weekday service for Warrnambool was added in
the four years those opposite were in office. They
simply did not bother to create a long-term plan for
regional public transport. It is quite hard to comprehend
that no regional plan was created when those opposite
had the Premier and the Minister for Public Transport
both from regional Victoria. I would have thought
regional Victoria would be where some of their
priorities would have been.
The lack of a strategy for public transport in the short,
medium and long term under the former government
has really held rural and regional Victoria back for too
long.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Ramsay has already made his contribution, and I
am sure he will have a right of reply.
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Ms SYMES — I believe a motion on country roads
and bridges is on the notice paper for debate a little bit
later this afternoon.
Mr Ramsay — I am looking forward to that one.
Ms SYMES — I think we are too.
In addition to the impact of four years of inaction on the
Warrnambool line, the lack of funding resulted in
several problems being created across the state. There
were lots of unplanned service disruptions due to high
rates of system failure and a decrease in reliability.
There were temporary speed or load restrictions due to
the condition of tracks and structures, greater
maintenance costs as the rate of degradation accelerated
and deteriorating network performance that would not
support long-term patronage growth.
In contrast — and this is something I have recently and
quite proudly been involved in — the Andrews Labor
government knows that regional transport is a priority
not just prior to an election or by-election. I am pleased
to be part of the regional network development plan,
which will be Victoria’s first-ever long-term plan for
improving public transport in regional Victoria. I am a
member of the regional transport advisory group, and I
am joined by many highly talented and well-versed
individuals in the area of regional development,
including Bruce Anson, longstanding CEO of
Warrnambool City Council, who I confirm is a huge
advocate for an additional service on this line. He has
raised it at every meeting I have attended with him. I
can also confirm that an extra service on the
Warrnambool line is being looked at as part of the
regional network development plan.
As I alluded to before, we have engaged in a lot of
consultation across the state. Almost 300 people from
Warrnambool, Torquay, Geelong, Portland and
surrounding areas have attended community and
stakeholder workshops. A range of improvements have
been raised by these communities regarding not only
the frequency of train services between Melbourne and
Geelong but also how to make fares and ticketing
simpler and passenger experiences on V/Line trains
better.
In its 11 months in government the Andrews Labor
government has invested in 21 extra V/Line carriages,
which has increased the number of services on the
regional network by 30 per cent. Its first state budget
included regional funding commitments in public
transport of at least $554 million, and that included new
regional rail carriages and infrastructure and
$50 million for safer country railway crossings right
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across Victoria. The no. 1 priority at country crossings
is safety, but it is also about the speed and frequency of
trains. If we do not have adequate signage and safety at
crossings, trains are forced to slow down when they are
going past those points. If we get those right, we get
better services for those who are on the train, not just
for those who are crossing the tracks.
There is also $2 million for the Bendigo metro rail
project, which has been warmly welcomed in that
community. There is $90 million for five new
X’trapolis trains, which is not only delivering great
outcomes for transport policy but is also delivering
manufacturing jobs in Ballarat. There is $75 million for
maintenance and refurbishment to extend the life of the
current Comeng train fleet, which is also adding to new
jobs in Ballarat.
Although I am happy to contribute to debates in this
place on public transport, I have got to say that I am
more interested in getting on with the job of improving
transport services for country Victorians. As such I am
very much looking forward to my next regional
transport advisory group meeting, which is this Friday,
as we are approaching the pointy end of our preparation
of material for the minister. That material will go to her
by the end of the year.
With that said, if it was not clear, I am not supporting
today’s motion.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to say a few words in support of the motion moved
by Mr Ramsay, and in particular in reference to the
by-elections that are currently underway in the
Polwarth and South-West Coast electorates. As part of
the shadow cabinet I was privileged to spend time in
Polwarth electorate in particular and to also visit a
township on behalf of the Liberal candidate, Richard
Riordan. I subsequently met Mr Riordan, a
third-generation Colac boy. He was born and bred in
Colac and has run a business in Colac for many
decades. He is well known and well regarded, and
hopefully he will make a terrific member of Parliament.
Likewise Roma Britnell, the Liberal candidate for
South-West Coast, brings a lot of commendable
attributes. I look forward to working with her and
Mr Riordan. The comments that were made — —
Ms Symes — Are you going to table their CVs?
Mrs PEULICH — Ms Symes interjects, but I note
that Labor does not have candidates in those two seats.
Clearly it is concerned about the whacking that voters
would give it on a very disappointing 10 months in
government and also in terms of its commitment to
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country and rural Victoria. I commend Mr Ramsay, as
does Mr Riordan, on the motion condemning the
Andrews government for not supporting an additional
daily rail service on the Warrnambool to Geelong line,
noting the Geelong to Melbourne peak rail services are
overcrowded, unreliable and suffer regular delays,
noting the many complaints made by the regional
network community forums and calling on the
Andrews government to make the necessary changes
and introduce a fourth daily service to meet the needs of
train passengers using the Warrnambool line.
I make the following comments on behalf of
Mr Riordan. The Andrews government changed the
timetable — which was certainly commented on
extensively in the township I visited and in which I
doorknocked businesses — without even consulting
V/Line staff, let alone V/Line travellers. That is the way
that Labor does business. V/Line staff are as wild as the
public about this particular issue. The other interesting
observation was that the Melbourne to Warrnambool
and Warrnambool to Melbourne train service is now
slower than when it was run by West Coast Railway.
West Coast Railway operated between 1993 and 2004.
Travel on the Warrnambool line now takes 11 minutes
longer one way and 25 minutes longer the other way. I
think that is extraordinary. That is not going forward;
that is going backwards. Labor has obviously stuffed up
the timetable.
Perhaps Labor has been distracted by its internal
factional wrangling. Labor pays lip-service to rural and
country Victoria, but clearly it cannot run a candidate in
the upcoming by-elections for the Assembly seats of
Polwarth and South-West Coast, let alone endorse and
support an additional rail service which would mean an
extra service per day and six additional services per
week for Colac, Camperdown, Winchelsea and Terang.
From the point of view of the Polwarth electorate, the
Liberal candidate, Richard Riordan, welcomes the
commitment from the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, Matthew Guy, and the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, David Hodgett.
Apparently this has been extremely well received by
the Polwarth constituency. I imagine there would have
been similar endorsements to the South-West Coast
electorate.
The constituents of and the Liberal candidate for
Polwarth are disappointed that rural Victoria is going
backwards under Labor. It is certainly going backwards
in the west of the west — off the West Gate Bridge —
thanks to Andrews and company. If it is the will of the
voters and Mr Riordan is elected, he is looking forward
to the opportunity of being a strong voice for Polwarth,
just as Roma Britnell, the Liberal candidate for
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South-West Coast is looking forward to being a strong
voice for that region. These potential members would
ensure that these areas get the services they need. The
electorate does not ask for much; it is a very
enterprising and self-reliant community.
These constituents are seeking basic infrastructure; they
are not clamouring for additional things. They are
seeking basic infrastructure and services, things that
they cannot provide for themselves. Otherwise, they do
a darn good job of providing for themselves and their
communities. The strength of the volunteer groups in
these country towns is quite amazing. Richard Riordan
is a candidate of the highest calibre, and I am sure that
he will serve the Polwarth electorate extremely well if
he is elected on election day, as will Roma Britnell in
South-West Coast. I also look forward to making a few
comments during the debate on the next motion.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — In making
some closing comments on this motion, I firstly thank
all those who have contributed to the debate this
afternoon. I understand that the Greens have supported
the motion and that they see the importance of this
additional rail service. I note that Mr Purcell also
indicated his support, as did Ms Patten and members of
The Nationals and the Liberal Party.
I am disappointed that Labor Party members have
indicated they do not support the motion, which in
essence calls for an additional rail service to
Warrnambool. I also note that much of the debate was
around who did what under the previous government. If
members remember, there was a succession of
investments made in rail infrastructure in regional
Victoria over the term of the coalition government.
There was a sequence of events leading up to this
additional rail service for travellers to Warrnambool,
which the coalition initiated and planned. The regional
rail link was introduced and implemented, and that
provided greater capacity on rail for passengers. Greater
flexibility and timetabling was provided for those
wanting to use that service, particularly in terms of the
dedicated tracks from Ballarat to Geelong. That project
also resulted in services to Geelong being increased so
that there was a service every 20 minutes. That allowed
the next phase of the rollout to be introduced, which
was the passing loop at Warncoort. That was only
recently completed, and it is critical to providing the
fourth daily service to Warrnambool.
I am very disappointed that it is only the Labor Party at
this point that has indicated it is not willing to support
the additional rail service. I thank the contributors to the
debate on this motion who have indicated that they see
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a need to support the growth of the towns that are
serviced by that rail link. I also note Mr Barber’s
comments about the required additional coach services.
As part of my shadow parliamentary secretary
portfolio, it is certainly something we are looking at.
We wish to improve the coach services in areas that do
not have access to rail and require connection. I thank
those who have contributed, and note once again that
the Labor Party has indicated it will not support the
additional service at this stage.
Motion agreed to.

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Reference
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house, pursuant to section 33 of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003, requires the Electoral Matters
Committee to inquire into, consider and report no later than
1 August 2016 on —
(1) whether the Electoral Act 2002 and/or the Local
Government Act 1989 should be amended to create a
system of political donations disclosure and/or
restrictions on political donations; and
(2) the outcomes of similar legislative reforms introduced in
other relevant jurisdictions, particularly in the last six
years.

I move this motion because it is now six and a half
years since April 2009 when a similar report was tabled
from the Electoral Matters Committee concerning its
inquiry into political donations and disclosure. That was
a reference from the Legislative Council, in fact based
on a motion moved by my colleague Mr Barber. He
moved in the Legislative Council on 16 April 2008:
That this house requires the Electoral Matters Committee to
inquire, consider and report no later than 30 April 2009 on —
(1) whether the Electoral Act 2002 should be amended
to create a system of political donations disclosure
and/or restrictions on political donations; and
(2) the outcome resulting from similar legislative
reforms introduced in Canada, the United Kingdom
and other relevant jurisdictions.

Deputy President, you will notice there is a similarity
between the wording of the two motions, and hence the
wording of the terms of reference that went to the
Electoral Matters Committee in 2008. Of course if this
motion were supported today, it would go back to that
committee six and a half years after Mr Barber’s
original motion. In fact it will be seven and a half years
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after the original motion was carried; the report was
tabled a year later than that.
A lot of changes have happened with regard to electoral
finance reform around Australia and the world, and the
issue of electoral political donations has become
heightened in the community in that time as a result of
inquiries, particularly the Independent Commission
Against Corruption (ICAC) inquiry in New South
Wales and other inquiries and scandals involving
political donations and influence on politicians at the
federal and particularly state and local government
levels.
On 16 April 2008, when speaking on a motion he had
moved concerning political donations, Mr Barber
stated:
If members believe that the current system as it operates
under Victorian law is perfect, then I guess they will not
support this motion. However, I know that across this
Parliament on all sides of politics there are individuals with
particular concerns about this issue … and there are many
people who, regardless of their political positions on a range
of issues, believe that donations to political parties and the
associated involvement of money in elections is an important
consideration in creating a level playing field for democracy
to operate.

Nothing much has changed in that regard except that
perhaps community interest and concern about the role
of political donations in election campaigns and outside
of them has heightened. I have raised the issue of
political donations several times in Parliament. For
example, through a motion on 25 November 2009, in
the wake of the April 2009 report of the Electoral
Matters Committee, I moved a motion to introduce
reforms, to ban corporate donations and to limit
individual donations, based I might say on the
information that was contained in the report of the
Electoral Matters Committee of April 2009. The report
has a wealth of information on the situation in 2009
with regard to the systems in other states and territories
around Australia and similar overseas jurisdictions,
including Canada, New Zealand, the United Kingdom
and the United States.
The Electoral Matters Committee embarked on an
international tour to examine electoral finance systems
in those overseas jurisdictions. I do not propose that the
committee embark upon another international tour. It
should be able to update itself on developments in other
jurisdictions from afar via the internet or Skype, for
example, which probably was not available in 2008–09
but certainly is now.
On 14 April 2010 I moved a motion in this house that
parties refrain from accepting donations from property
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developers in the lead-up to the election that year. I
moved that motion because at the time there was a lot
of consternation in the community about the role that
donations from property developers was playing in
terms of decisions made about development at both
local and state levels. In March 2014 I moved a motion
about the apparent direct link between a donation to the
Liberal Party and the Minister for Planning overriding
the Stonnington planning scheme, and changes to the
development in favour of that particular property
developer made by the former Minister for Planning. In
May last year I moved a similar motion to the 2010
motion — that parties refrain from accepting donations
from developers and from entities that are regulated by
government, and to look at limiting donations and
campaign expenditure as has been done in comparable
jurisdictions.
I mentioned the changes in the laws of various
jurisdictions and the problems with associated entities
which were allegedly ‘rinsing’ campaign donations.
That is a new term that came to light through the ICAC
inquiries, that through entities such as Progressive
Business, the Fortune 500 club, ICAC identified sham
associations that had been established with the sole
purpose of what ICAC called ‘rinsing’ donations to
political parties and candidates. People will recall that
only last year several ministers in New South Wales
were forced to resign from parliament, so we are
talking about serious matters. The community has seen
a procession of these matters arising almost every
month on these issues, and that is why I say the
community concern has heightened in the six years
since the report from the Electoral Matters Committee.
During the motion in May last year I spoke about
potential, perceived and real conflicts of interest
regarding political donations, I spoke about calls for the
need to dampen down the perceived need for money in
election campaigns because any examination of the
summary of — —
Mr Davis — On a point of order, Deputy President,
and with the greatest of respect to Ms Pennicuik, going
back to that previous vote on the motion just a moment
ago, I direct your attention to chapter 16 of the standing
orders. I raised this as soon as I became aware of it and
was able to follow this sequence through.
Chapter 16.01 headed ‘Resolving a question’ states:
When a question is proposed to the Council by the President,
the President will state whether in his or her opinion, the
“Ayes” or “Noes” (as the case may be) have it. If a member
challenges the Chair’s opinion the question must be resolved
by a division.
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It is my recollection that, perhaps through
happenstance, the way you phrased the end of that
motion was not entirely consistent with standing
order 16.01, and it may have led to a moment’s
confusion for either the ayes or the noes as to whether a
division could be called or should be called. I do not
necessarily need you to rule on this now, Deputy
President, it might be something that the President and
the Clerk need to confer on, but I do want to draw it to
the chamber’s attention and seek clarification of that as
a point of order.
Mr Elasmar — On the point of order, Deputy
President, I am not challenging what Mr Davis is
saying, but when you put the call, ayes were first and
then you put the noes, which was correct. My
understanding was that you understood the ayes were
more than the noes and that is why you went with the
ayes, and we did not challenge it. I am not disputing the
rule; that is just for information.
Mr Davis — Further on the point of order,
sometimes in these sequences it is just a little hard to
hear clearly, and it might be that there was some
confusion, but the standing order is actually quite
clear — ayes and noes — and the President indicates
whether the ayes or the noes have it. That does not
appear to me to have occurred exactly in that sequence
this time, and it might be that the record needs — —
Mr Jennings — Are you questioning whether the
ayes had it? Is that what you are questioning?
Mr Davis — That is what I am questioning.
Mr Jennings — The ayes had it. That was what was
called.
Mr Davis — That was what was called — not in
that exact phrase, though. This was a deviation from the
normal phraseology, a different phraseology, and I
make the point quite clearly that this appears to be
somewhat different from the normal practice. If we
appear to be introducing a slightly unusual practice or a
different practice, we should do so in the full
knowledge of what we are doing. As I said, it might be
that the President and the Clerk wish to look at the
transcript to be definitive about it.
Mr Jennings — You want a division on every
question.
Mr Davis — No, I did not say that. That is not what
I am saying.
Mr Jennings — That is the implication.
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Mr Davis — It is not at all. This is a new set of
words that has been used, and this may just be an error.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am very
clear in my own mind about the way that vote was
conducted, but I am cognisant of the political
environment we are in in terms of a by-election so I am
going to refer the matter to the President.
Mr Davis — I am appreciative, Deputy President.
Ms PENNICUIK — I might restart the point I was
on before the interruption. I was talking about the
motion I moved in May last year. In debate on that
motion I spoke about calls by commentators, academics
et cetera who make it their business to analyse and
study this area to dampen down the perceived need for
escalating amounts of money in election campaigns. If
one looks at the Australian Electoral Commission
website and the amount of money donated to all
political parties, one will see since the 2009 inquiry —
and it was also reported in that inquiry — the rise in the
amount of money that is being expended on election
campaigns from year to year. That is a theme that is of
concern around the world, particularly in the United
States where commentators are making the observation
that it is virtually impossible for an ordinary person to
run for the office of governor, for example, and in
particular the office of president, because of the cost of
doing so.
I also spoke about issues with local government where
way too many councillors have to absent themselves
from planning decisions due to conflicts of interest
arising from donations they have accepted, particularly
from property developers. That is why I have included
in my motion a reference to the Local Government Act
1989 as something the committee could look at in terms
of whether it needs amending.
In speaking on my motion last year I referred to the
Australian Study of Parliament Group seminar that was
held in 2010 at which the guest speaker was Associate
Professor Joo-Cheong Tham, who has made a great
study of political donations around the world,
particularly around Australia. He said the system of
donations produced undue influence at best and
corruption at worst. He did not necessarily mean
corruption in terms of individuals but certainly in terms
of corrupting the political process and making it unfair
in terms of the access and influence of business pitted
against the interests of the ordinary citizen and the
public interest.
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I mentioned the report tabled in 2009. One of the
opening statements in the chair’s foreword to the report
is:
Victoria, along with the commonwealth, is amongst the least
regulated jurisdictions in the Western world in terms of
political finance law.

Nothing has changed in that regard since the tabling of
this report. In fact there are very few recommendations
in the report. I note that the former chair of the
committee is here, and I think he is going to make a
contribution to the debate on this motion.
There are three recommendations, the first of which is:
The Victorian and commonwealth governments consider how
best to harmonise political finance laws to ensure a uniform
and consistent approach.

While that is a worthy recommendation, there has been
no progress on it at the commonwealth or Victorian
levels. As I mentioned earlier, most of the other states
and territories have moved quite substantially in this
area, and I will provide detail on that a little later in my
contribution.
The other two recommendations relate to the caps on
political donations in the light of changes to the
structure of electronic gaming machines to make sure
that the provisions regarding disclosure that apply to
parties that are registered federally also apply to
Independent candidates for political parties in Victoria.
They were the only recommendations in the report. I
was critical of the flavour of that particular part of the
report when I moved the motion at the end of 2009.
Basically it said, ‘Let’s not do anything until something
is done at the national level’. Nothing has happened,
and I think it is timely six and a half years later to go
back and have a look at what has developed around the
jurisdictions in Australia, what has not happened in
Victoria and why we are lagging even further behind.
As we default to the commonwealth system, very little
in the way of regulation on political donations applies
in Victoria. That was disappointing in terms of the
recommendations. However, the issue of the influence
of political donations has gained more public interest
over the last six years.
As I mentioned earlier, this is a very good report in
terms of the wealth of information it provides on the
system that operated at the time. In some ways it has
changed and in some ways it has not. For example, at
page 2 of the report it says the key issues raised by
inquiry participants in relation to donations, disclosure
and restrictions were: what is the definition of a
political donation, what are the sources and types of

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Wednesday, 7 October 2015

COUNCIL

those donations, issues around bans or caps on political
donations, consistency of disclosure provisions,
political donation disclosure thresholds and the
timeliness of reporting obligations. Those issues are
detailed throughout the report.
Also, as I mentioned, the committee undertook an
international study tour and tabled the Report on
International Investigations into Political Donations
and Disclosure and Voter Participation and Informal
Voting before tabling its final report. That is also a very
worthwhile report in acquainting us with what goes on
around the rest of the world. In fact in the 2009 report
there are tables that outline what the situation was in the
UK, Canada, New Zealand and the US.
Some other interesting things that I have noted in the
report are at page 9, which is the background to the
inquiry. It says:
The committee was informed of numerous examples of
former and current politicians and political administrators
who, in the past, expressed discontent and concern regarding
the current political financing situation in Australia …

It is quite interesting to read now the names of some of
those people. They include Mr Eric Roozendaal,
Mr Mark Arbib, the Honourable Morris Iemma,
Mr Malcolm Turnbull, Dr Carmen Lawrence and
Mr Andrew Murray, a former Australian Democrats
Senator.
At page 11, paragraph 2.13 of the report says:
The relationship between political donations, government
contracts, fundraising and political parties has also been
contentious in state and federal politics. There have been
allegations in the media that through political donations,
individual MPs may become lobbyists for an individual,
patron developer, union or industry group. It has also been
alleged that political parties favour businesses who host or
attend functions by associated entities (business arm of
political parties).

I mentioned that before as being a particular issue that
we need to look at.
A bit of a theme in the committee’s report that pops up
a couple of times is the observation that Victoria has
not suffered the major scandals that perhaps New South
Wales and Queensland have and that therefore no
reform is needed. One of the comments at page 17, in
paragraph 2.35, is that:
While Victoria arguably has not suffered a major political
finance scandal, the scandals which have taken place in other
jurisdictions combined with the increased scrutiny by the
media, members of Parliament and parliamentary committees
have seen the issue of political donations enter and remain in
the public domain.
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As I said, that has only increased.
At page 18, paragraph 2.42 states:
Several inquiry participants indicated that Victoria should
adopt an approach independent of the commonwealth if a
uniform approach did not offer greater transparency. For
example, Mr David Kerslake urged the committee to ‘go with
a separate scheme if the commonwealth’s [disclosure] level
was very high’.

The commonwealth’s disclosure level is very high. It
stands at over $13 000 per donor now — about
$13 100. Any donation under that amount does not
have to be disclosed, and that is the situation in Victoria
because Victoria defaults to the commonwealth system
and does not have its own separate system of
disclosure.
It is worth going through the distinctions between the
federal system and those in the states and territories in
Australia. As I mentioned, donations up to $13 000 do
not have to be disclosed now. That will be the amount
up until June next year because the disclosure amount
rises with CPI. In the federal system there is no cap on
maximum donations and there is no restriction on
donors. That is the situation in Victoria except that
donations from casino and gaming licence-holders are
capped at $50 000.
One would have to query why casino and gaming
licence-holders should be donating to political parties at
all, particularly to those parties who may be in
government because, as I raised in my motion last year
with regard to entities that are regulated by government
or whose activities can be influenced by government
decisions, the government party should not be
accepting donations from those entities at all because
there is an obvious conflict of interest. Even if there is
no obvious conflict of interest, there is at least a
potential or perceived conflict of interest.
In the debate last year I mentioned that both of the
major parties, the Labor and Liberal parties, had
accepted donations from, for example, utilities —
energy companies — and I noticed just in the last few
weeks that AGL has announced that it will not be
making any further donations to political parties for, I
think, the very reason I raised in debate, because it is a
conflict of interest to do so. In fact some of this is being
led by companies which are taking the decision now
not to donate to political parties where they might get
themselves involved in that perceived conflict of
interest.
That is the situation in the commonwealth and Victoria,
which as I said before have been described as having
the most unregulated systems in the Western world. We
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note that in New South Wales donations above $1000
or multiple donations from a single person or group that
total over $1000 must be disclosed. Tickets or prizes of
$1000 for fundraising must also be disclosed.
Donations are capped at $5000 or $2000 for individual
candidates. Some entities, such as property developers,
are banned. The tobacco, gaming and liquor industries
are banned, and there is a ban on donations from
unenrolled individuals or entities without an Australian
business number. In Western Australia gifts and other
income above $2100 must be disclosed and there is a
cap of $2100 for anonymous donations.
In the Northern Territory gifts over $1500 must be
disclosed, and donations of $200 or more to a candidate
or $1500 or more to a party must be disclosed. In the
ACT donations over $1000 must be disclosed. The
$10 000 cap was recently removed, but there is a cap of
$1000 on anonymous donations and a cap of $25 000
per party per year for anonymous donations. In
Queensland donations over $1000 must be disclosed,
scaled down from $12 000 that was introduced by the
Campbell Newman government, and that is
retrospective to 2013. Donations are capped at $2000 to
individuals and $5000 to parties. Donations of foreign
property are prohibited, and a new six-month reporting
of donations instead of annually has been introduced in
Queensland. Tasmania and South Australia both follow
the federal laws, but changes are being looked at in
those jurisdictions as well.
If one was to summarise, one could say that in the
major jurisdictions of New South Wales, West
Australia, ACT, Northern Territory and Queensland, all
donations over $1000 have to be disclosed. In Victoria
it is a donation of over $13 000 per person, and that
situation needs fixing.
Paragraph 3.5 on page 21 of the report tabled in 2009
states:
There is no accurate record of all political donations received
by political parties and candidates in Victoria —

because —
Victoria ‘piggybacks’ on the commonwealth disclosure
scheme, which requires only federally registered political
parties in Victoria to disclose all political donations
received … Independent candidates and political parties
registered only in Victoria are not required to comply with
any disclosure laws.

Pages 30 to 50 of the report look at restricting political
donations and go to a lot of subjects. I am going to read
out the subject headings because they give an idea of
the sorts of things that need to be considered and which
the report did consider and report on — that is,
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donations from individual citizens, holders of gaming
licences, property developers, government contractors,
anonymous donors, foreign donors, tobacco industry,
third parties and associated entities, corporations and
trade unions, party membership and affiliations, cash
donations, attendance charges, intra-party transfers,
voluntary labour and government contractors. Two of
the participants in the inquiry, Dr Ken Coghill and
Dr Joo-Cheong Tham, at paragraph 3.58 on page 35
noted that:
There is no evidence that … corrupt processes occur under
the current Victorian government … the huge sums involved
in government contracts for goods and services provide
massive incentives for prospective suppliers to attempt to
influence decisions on awarding those contracts.

As I said, there is certainly the potential for a perceived
conflict of interest.
Some of the other issues covered in the report, and
those not necessarily covered in the report but which
have emerged since, include, for example, foreign
donors. The Australian Electoral Commission’s register
shows that the Liberal Party received a $250 000
donation from a person living in the United Kingdom. I
note that it is illegal in the United Kingdom, the United
States and Canada for parties to receive donations from
foreign residents or foreign corporations. That is
interesting and the ramifications of allowing that should
be looked at more closely.
Total spending in financial years over the last elections
has been increasing, rising from a combined total of
$33 million in 1999 to nearly $59 million in 2004–05,
and it has escalated even more since then. While it is
true that there have been no major scandals, it is not
true that there have not been any concerns in Victoria
with regard to the influence of political donations.
There have been concerns in Victoria and there have
been problems around the country. But it should not
rest on whether there has been a scandal; the issue is
about greater transparency and accountability with
regard to political donations. As I pointed out, Victoria
lags behind all the other states and territories in this
regard.
One commentator on the 2009 report said that the issue
is not only about capping the amount of donations but
about the disclosure of those donations. All the
jurisdictions need to move towards more timely
disclosure of donations. It takes 18 months after an
election for the people of Victoria to find out what
donations of more than $13 000 were made to political
parties, but they will never know about any donations
made under that threshold unless they are disclosed by
the particular parties or candidates. Victorians want and

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Wednesday, 7 October 2015

COUNCIL

deserve greater transparency and accountability
regarding political donations. It is time that Victoria
reformed its legislation and came more into line with
other jurisdictions around the country, particularly as
there has not been any movement at the commonwealth
level. That has not stopped the other states and
territories from becoming more open and transparent
with regard to political donations.
My motion asks the parliamentary committee to
consider changes in other jurisdictions over the past six
years and how the Victorian law can be improved. New
South Wales is having ongoing inquiries into its
donation system, including one involving a panel of
experts last year.
This morning the government gave a reference to the
Electoral Matters Committee — by coincidence,
perhaps — in regard to electronic voting. While that is
a worthwhile issue, I would regard it as being not as
urgent as the long-overdue reforms in the area of
political donations. The timing of my motion would
mean that the inquiry was being carried out in a year far
removed from an election year — that is, it would be
reporting two years before a state election year. That is
another reason why it is timely and urgent that the
motion is passed and referred to the Electoral Matters
Committee on behalf the people of Victoria.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to speak on the motion before the house
concerning political donations disclosure and/or
restrictions on political donations, otherwise referred to
in electoral matters circles as campaign finance law
reform. The government will not be supporting this
motion for the reasons I will outline later in my
contribution.
In speaking to this motion I will first address
paragraph (2), which requires the Electoral Matters
Committee (EMC) to report on:
… the outcomes of similar legislative reforms introduced in
other relevant jurisdictions, particularly in the last six years.

I note Ms Pennicuik took us through the evolution of
campaign finance reform over the last six years. I will
expand on that and look at it from a more global
perspective as well, starting with Canada.
Prior to legislative changes to campaign finance
regulations in New South Wales and Queensland,
Australian jurisdictions were some of the least
regulated amongst Western nations. The
commonwealth scheme remains less regulated than
those of New South Wales and Queensland and is used
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by Victoria in the absence of our own campaign finance
regulation regime.
I suspect part of the reason this motion requires the
EMC to report on reforms in similar jurisdictions in the
last six years is that until recently campaign finance law
was considered a rather esoteric political issue, the
preserve of a small number of academics and scholars.
It has now moved beyond academia, as evidenced by
the increasing demand from the wider community for
greater transparency and accountability in its
institutions, including political parties. That has in turn
produced more scholarly output and, as a result, greater
media focus and attention.
The campaign finance law reform agenda can be traced
back to Canada in 2004 and 2006, after a major
political funding scandal precipitated sweeping national
reforms and caused other countries, such as New
Zealand, the United Kingdom and Australia, to
consider similar actions within their own jurisdictions.
The key features of the Canadian reforms were as
follows: capping expenditure of political parties and
candidates; banning donations from corporations, trade
unions and other unincorporated associations; capping
donations from individuals; and introducing a
comprehensive public funding regime to compensate.
People who are involved with electoral matters refer to
the Canadian model as the maximalist model in terms
of reform.
Ms Pennicuik — The gold standard.
Mr SOMYUREK — The gold standard, as
Ms Pennicuik says. In contrast to Canada, New
Zealand’s campaign finance regulation opted to
manage demands only by capping expenditure of
political parties, candidates and third parties. This
strategy can be useful, and has been useful, in
preventing election campaign costs from escalating
rapidly — a so-called arms race. The New Zealand
system seems to do this without generating
constitutional and administrative issues.
In the United Kingdom there have been two major
inquiries into the matter of campaign finance reform
post the Canadian reforms, but no legislative change of
significance. The first, a government-commissioned
report in 2006, recommended the capping of donations
and expenses. The second, a Ministry of Justice white
paper in 2008, proposed to limit spending by parties
and candidates, improve disclosure regimes for
donations and strengthen the powers of the Electoral
Commission in the UK.
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In Australia the issue of campaign finance reform was
put on the national agenda by Kevin Rudd after he
assumed the prime ministership in 2007. Former Prime
Minister Rudd was a strong advocate for campaign
finance reform. He stated in 2008 that Australia ran the
risk of becoming a democracy ‘up for sale’ if the rules
were not changed. The issue gained further momentum
and bipartisan support when Malcolm Turnbull
assumed the leadership of the Liberal Party in 2008.
That was a golden period for campaign finance reform
in Australian politics, when we had two national
leaders, Kevin Rudd and Malcolm Turnbull, advocating
for significant reform of the system. We are now
waiting to see whether Prime Minister Turnbull pursues
a similar agenda. Mr Turnbull’s positioning is critical
for reform, as the Victorian government supports the
harmonisation of our campaign finance system.
In March 2008 the Rudd government started the
process of reform with the green paper process entitled
Australian Government Electoral Reform Green
Paper — Donations, Funding and Expenditure. On
15 May 2008 the Rudd government introduced into the
Senate the Commonwealth Electoral Amendment
(Political Donations and Other Measures) Bill 2008.
The bill was subsequently referred to the
commonwealth Parliament’s Joint Standing Committee
on Electoral Matters (JSCEM), which subsequently
referred the bill back to the government with two
changes.
Ms Pennicuik said that nothing has happened in this
space. I go through all this to show that there was a will
by our party to effect change in this area, but it was
thwarted at a national level. After the government
incorporated the JSCEM recommendations and
reintroduced the bill, it was rejected a second time on
11 March 2009. On 20 October 2010 a revised bill, the
Commonwealth Electoral Amendment (Political
Donations and Other Measures) Bill 2010, was
introduced into the House of Representatives. Although
the bill subsequently passed the House of
Representatives, it did not pass the Senate. That was
pretty much the end of Australia’s campaign finance
reform.
There was a big chance for Australia in 2008, when
Kevin Rudd and Malcolm Turnbull led their parties, to
reform its campaign finance laws. Again I state to the
Greens — and to Ms Pennicuik in particular — that
whilst the recommendations from the Electoral Matters
Committee in 2009 were for harmonisation, there was
great expectancy that with Mr Rudd as Prime Minister
and Mr Turnbull as Leader of the Opposition, change
was imminent. Unfortunately history shows that that
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change never happened; however, it was not due to a
lack of will on the Australian Labor Party’s side.
The experience of New South Wales, similar to that of
Canada, was propelled by donations-related scandals
that involved allegations of wrongdoing by prominent
figures in the New South Wales political system, which
forced the government to proceed with reform before
the conclusion of the commonwealth process. New
South Wales wanted to sit it out and wait. It was also in
favour of national harmony with respect to these issues,
but there were compelling circumstances at play which
meant it had to act. Seeing that nothing was happening
in Canberra by 2010, act it did, and it went it alone. In
November 2010 the New South Wales Labor
government adopted some of the key recommendations
of the New South Wales electoral matters committee’s
report and introduced legislation in the Electoral
Funding and Disclosures Amendment Bill 2010, which
drastically reduced the demand for and supply of
private campaign funding by adopting a version of the
maximalist Canadian model.
On 9 September 2008 the Queensland Parliament
passed the Electoral Amendment Act 2008. This
legislation implemented a number of reforms, which
included — and Ms Pennicuik made reference to these
in her speech — reducing disclosure thresholds to
$1000; introducing twice-yearly disclosures; banning
foreign-sourced donations; verifying candidate electoral
spending; and reporting donations within 14 days each
time donations from a single donor reach $100 000
within a six-month period.
In August 2009 the Queensland government released a
discussion paper entitled Integrity and Accountability in
Queensland, in which it expressed its frustration at the
lack of progress being made by the commonwealth.
The Queensland government, like the New South
Wales and Victorian governments, strongly supported
harmony, but it was frustrated with the slow pace of
reform in Canberra because of the then federal
opposition’s refusal to support campaign finance
reform.
As no commonwealth legislation had yet passed its
Parliament, in December 2010 the Queensland
government released a white paper advocating reform
of the Queensland electoral system. Based on that white
paper process the Electoral Reform and Accountability
Amendment Bill 2011 was formulated and
subsequently introduced into Parliament in April 2011.
The Queensland reforms are very similar to the New
South Wales model. Again it takes a maximalist
approach. As I said previously, the New South Wales
model is in turn similar to the Canadian model.
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On 16 April 2008 the Victorian Legislative Council
moved a motion requiring the Victorian Electoral
Matters Committee to inquire into whether the Electoral
Act 2002 should be amended to create a system of
political donation disclosure and/or restrictions on
political donations, and the outcome resulting from
similar legislative reforms introduced in Canada, the
United Kingdom and other relevant jurisdictions. As I
recall, terms of reference were put up by — —
Ms Pennicuik — Mr Barber.
Mr SOMYUREK — Mr Barber, yes. The Victorian
Electoral Matters Committee tabled its report to
Parliament in April 2009. It found that due to the
potential jurisdictional and constitutional issues that
would originate from the federal governance structure it
was preferable that changed electoral laws be in accord.
As the process was also running concurrently with the
commonwealth proceedings, the Victorian Electoral
Matters Committee made the recommendation to wait
for the outcome of the federal process. That was not too
dissimilar to what New South Wales and Queensland
had done at the time. So at that stage, in 2008–09, when
Mr Rudd and Mr Turnbull were on board for reform,
Queensland and New South Wales were also waiting to
see what was going to happen in Canberra. They were
frustrated by the lack of progress federally, so then they
reformed.
I can tell Ms Pennicuik we were going through a
similar process here in Victoria. There was an air of
expectancy of reform nationally, so it would have been
a folly for us to have embarked on reform on our own
whilst there was this big bipartisan push from Canberra
for reform in this space. That is why we decided not to
act at that stage. Unfortunately by November 2010 the
Labor Party was out of office.
Since 2008 all Australian jurisdictions have either
introduced legislation into Parliament or held inquiries
into aspects of their campaign finance laws, reflecting
the gathering momentum on the issue.
Campaign finance law is a very serious issue in
contemporary politics. With modern political campaign
techniques requiring vast sums of money the corollary
of this is a sort of funding arms race between the
political parties, as each political party tries to
outfundraise and ultimately outspend the other in the
legitimate belief, which used to be contested, that they
could buy themselves a seat. This has been especially
so since the advent of the Palmer United Party, which,
by splashing millions of dollars, effectively bought
itself seats in Parliament. I do not think there are too
many people — whether they be academics, scholars,
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experts or boffins — operating in the electoral matters
space now who contest whether or not having money
equals more votes; it definitely does.
The arms race obviously then puts pressure on
candidates, MPs and political parties to raise more and
more money for their campaigns. Hitherto Victoria has
been fortunate to have a relatively clean record in
respect of significant scandals in this space, judging
from the reported ingenious, elaborate and highly
suspect methods and schemes of political fundraising
employed in other jurisdictions — you need only look
at Canada and New South Wales and you will see some
of those — in Australia and other international
jurisdictions which triggered reform in those particular
jurisdictions.
We have been relatively fortunate in that respect, but
one suspects that it is only a matter of time until an
overly zealous candidate or member of Parliament gets
a little bit too enthusiastic and does the wrong thing —
and that could happen to any political party. In my view
the best way to mitigate against or manage the potential
risk of corruption or scandal related to political
campaign finance is to embrace genuine campaign
finance law reform.
Through the Chair, I say to Ms Pennicuik that does not
mean that just because we have been relatively clean it
is not an excuse not to reform; that is not what we are
saying at all, but that was the interpretation I took from
what Ms Pennicuik was saying. We can talk about
Victoria being relatively clean and being fortunate not
to have some of the scandals associated with other
jurisdictions, but that does not mean that we should not
reform and lessen the risk of scandals like that
happening here. I merely make the point that we have
been fortunate in Victoria thus far.
The Australian Labor Party will not be lectured on
campaign finance law reform when nationally, as I
have just outlined, the ALP has the runs on the board in
terms of regulating or attempting to regulate Australia’s
liberal campaign finance laws. It was the Labor
governments of New South Wales and Queensland
which instituted some of the most robust campaign
finance laws found anywhere in the western world.
Federally it was the Rudd and Gillard governments that
made many attempts at passing legislation with the
objective of significantly strengthening Australia’s
campaign finance laws, but ultimately they failed due to
the lack of cooperation from other parties.
With the exception of capping donations from casino
and gaming companies, Victorian campaign finance
law piggybacks off the commonwealth regime. As a
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consequence Victoria, along with the commonwealth,
is amongst the least regulated jurisdictions in terms of
campaign finance law in the western world. The
question is: why do we piggyback off the
commonwealth in this regard rather than going it alone,
as the Greens are suggesting we should? The answer is
obviously complex. Reform of campaign finance laws
in Australia is problematic, primarily due to the
complexities of Australia’s federal governance
structure, which gives the federal government and state
governments the responsibility of regulating their own
electoral laws. This is compounded by the existence of
national parties with state-registered branches. As a
result, campaign finance reform in Australia faces
several constitutional and practical impediments.
One potential constitutional impediment is the
inconsistency of laws. Section 109 of the
commonwealth constitution states that state laws that
are inconsistent with commonwealth laws may be
constitutionally invalid to the extent of the
inconsistency. Therefore, implementation of state law
banning or capping campaign donations may be
invalidated if federal laws do not especially ban or cap
campaign donations and the effect of the state law is the
banning or capping of federal campaign donations.
Another potential constitutional impediment is the
constitutional powers of the commonwealth and the
states within the federal system. The implications
arising from federalism and responsible government are
that state laws are not able to threaten the continuing
existence of the commonwealth and vice versa as
separate constitutional entities with a government and
parliament or elected representatives. On that basis, any
state law that interferes with commonwealth elections
or any commonwealth law that interferes with state
elections is vulnerable to a constitutional challenge.
These jurisdictional and constitutional impediments
signify that the state’s campaign finance law must be
restricted to state electoral campaign financing only.
The threshold question is: how do you do that? In
balancing the potential jurisdictional constraints it is
difficult to formulate a law that is practical, effectual,
free of loopholes and, equally importantly,
constitutional. A big difficulty in the regulation of the
campaign finance system is money seeping through the
system — that is, money is expungable — and those
loopholes are hard to close. Therefore campaign
finance laws need to be practical, effectual and free of
loopholes, and ultimately they need to be constitutional.
Yet another constitutional constraint on campaign
finance law is the implied freedom of political
communication in the commonwealth constitution, and
that was played out in 2014 when Unions New South
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Wales challenged the New South Wales government’s
new laws in respect of these matters. I will not go
further into that, as it will add another 10 or 15 minutes
to my contribution.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — Ms Pennicuik and I had a
discussion about that last year, and we disagreed at that
point too.
For these reasons and because of all the uncertainty that
I just mentioned, the Victorian government believes
that Victorian campaign finance law should continue to
be in harmony with commonwealth campaign finance
law to ensure that a uniform, collaborative and
consistent approach is adopted. Therefore the Victorian
government will work within the Council of Australian
Governments to achieve national harmony of our
political donations and campaign finance regulations
system. We hope that Prime Minister Turnbull remains
a reformer on this matter — and I think Mr Finn agrees
with me — and is able to assist our quest for national
reform and harmonisation of our campaign finance
laws. If we are not successful in achieving reform that
is in harmony with commonwealth campaign finance
law, the Victorian government will revisit this issue by
the end of this term to assess the options for reform.
I would therefore ask the Greens to hold their fire on
this issue until we have a chance to advocate through
the Council of Australian Governments and to give
Prime Minister Turnbull a chance to restate his position
as reformer in the campaign finance space.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise to make a
contribution on the motion proposed by Ms Pennicuik,
being a reference to the Electoral Matters Committee to
consider and report on:
(1) whether the Electoral Act 2002 and/or the Local
Government Act 1989 should be amended to create a
system of political donations disclosure and/or
restrictions on political donations; and
(2) the outcomes of similar legislative reforms introduced in
other relevant jurisdictions, particularly in the last six
years.

It was interesting to hear Ms Pennicuik’s contribution
and to listen to the contribution of Mr Somyurek, who
chaired a previous parliamentary inquiry into political
donations and disclosure. Mr Somyurek spoke at some
length about the history of the reform of political
donation and disclosure in Australia over the last
decade, during a period of considerable development in
that area in a range of jurisdictions, including the
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commonwealth and New South Wales. Ms Pennicuik
spoke at some length about changes that had been
introduced in New South Wales.
The crux of the matter for the Parliament this afternoon
is that Ms Pennicuik’s motion does not seek action on
reform of political donations or the creation of a
disclosure regime. It seeks a further inquiry into those
matters. I have looked at the April 2009 report of the
Electoral Matters Committee, which at the time was
chaired by Mr Somyurek. With the exception of the
time reference in the motion, the report canvasses the
majority of the issues raised by Ms Pennicuik,
including the issue of local government disclosure and
donation. Mr Somyurek’s report of April 2009 makes
the point that when local government was included in
the committee’s consideration, at the request of
Mr Barber, there was effectively no evidence provided
on the issue of local government at all, with the
exception of evidence provided by one witness.
Notwithstanding the fact that that issue was within the
scope of the inquiry in 2009, it did not generate interest
in terms of the scope of donations and disclosure.
While the coalition appreciates Ms Pennicuik’s
sentiment in bringing forward this motion, the reality is
that it does not advance the issue of the disclosure
framework; it simply seeks that the Electoral Matters
Committee look at these matters again. Mr Somyurek’s
committee made recommendations to the government
as to a way forward with disclosure and donations
reform. A key part of that, as Mr Somyurek said, was
the harmonisation of Victorian law with that of the
commonwealth. It is not clear that a lot would be
achieved by undertaking another inquiry on the same
matter when in reality, if this matter is advanced to a
point at which the framework would change, a decision
would have to be made by government. Presumably the
Victorian government is looking to harmonise with the
commonwealth government. It is a decision of
government to seek to make the sorts of changes
Ms Pennicuik has referred to.
I note that the Electoral Matters Committee is about to
embark on a new reference with respect to electronic
voting and opportunities for electronic voting in
Victoria more widely. This is a new area of reform in
electoral activity. This is a matter the coalition is quite
comfortable to see the Electoral Matters Committee
look at. It is something that has been undertaken in
other jurisdictions. Looking at ways to improve the
delivery of government services through the use of
digital technology is something that should be at the
forefront of government operations in Victoria and
elsewhere in Australia. It is appropriate that we include
the scope of electoral matters in that and seek
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opportunities where the Victorian Electoral
Commission’s activities can be improved by the use of
electronic voting or similar mechanisms, obviously
where appropriate integrity frameworks are in place.
As I understand it, the Electoral Matters Committee is
about to embark on that new reference, which has been
given to it by the government. Our concern with
Ms Pennicuik’s proposal is that this motion would
largely retrace ground that was covered in
Mr Somyurek’s inquiry in 2009 without actually
advancing the issue of having a government decision
looking to move forward with harmonisation across the
commonwealth and state jurisdictions. It is not clear to
the coalition at this point that a further inquiry into this
matter would achieve any meaningful outcome in
advance of the work that was done by Mr Somyurek’s
inquiry in 2009, as distinct from recommendations
being taken up for a harmonised model between the
commonwealth and the state.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to speak on the motion brought forward by
Ms Pennicuik, which seeks another inquiry into
political donations. We have had debates in this
chamber before on similar motions from Ms Pennicuik.
It seems to me that the Greens are not really interested
in getting to the bottom of the real problems — all of
the problems, not just the narrow set of issues that the
Greens seem to be focused on. That is my problem with
entertaining such a motion, because it does not really
get to the bottom of understanding how influence on a
political party can be increased. Making donations to
political parties is not the only way of doing that.
Indeed there is currently a Royal Commission into
Trade Union Governance and Corruption. I have been
reading some of the evidence that has been tended to
that commission, some which outlines the creative
ways in which the unions move money from the
business sector from companies that are basically
buying industrial peace from unions, and this is
happening unbeknownst to union members and
probably without benefiting them. I have read three
examples just today. One example involved the creation
of invoices for advertisements in union magazines that
were never placed; another involved buying very
expensive tables for union gala fundraisers; and another
involved payments for non-existent training. In the
latter arrangement, $300 000 was moved, according to
the evidence so far, from one company — which often
benefits from government-funded projects — to the
Australian Workers Union.
The poor relationship between Labor, its political arm,
and the union movement, its industrial arm, is not
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captured by this motion. We have what really boils
down to the rorting of the business sector by the union
movement for its own political benefit. Who knows
how that money is used. We have read about some of it.
It has been used for personal lifestyle matters and some
very creative and robust recruitment. The beneficiaries
may ultimately obtain a seat in Parliament.
Mr Finn — Where’s Cesar?
Mrs PEULICH — I am not sure Mr Melhem is the
top of the tree, the architect of the scheme. From
reading the evidence I suspect there may have been a
few people higher up the tree. I would not like to
pre-empt the considerations of the royal commission; I
am just commenting on the submission that is available
on the internet.
Rorting of union funds by union organisers for the
purchase of political power and influence is the other
method. We have seen that and read about it and will
no doubt continue to do so until there are some reforms
of the governance of very large unions. We have rorting
of the business sector. We have rorting of union funds.
We have rorting of public funds, as is currently being
investigated by the fraud squad or its equivalent in
terms of the evidence and information that has come
into the public domain — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs PEULICH — No, in passing. There is the use
of casual staff for electioneering and political
organisation and payments made to them from
electorate office budgets. This motion looks at
donations; corporate donations seem particularly to be
the target of the Greens.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — No. Ms Pennicuik spoke to that,
and I have heard the debate before. The motion and the
terms of reference could have been so much broader in
terms of getting to the root of the problem, which is
how political influence is currently bought through a
range of financial mechanisms. These are not captured
by Ms Pennicuik’s motion. It is not just about corporate
donations. I remember a very good contribution of
Mr Dalla-Riva’s talking about a significant Greens
donor.
Mr Finn — Wotif.
Mrs PEULICH — Yes, Wotif. Searching on my
iPhone, I have noted some very significant donations
and some very wealthy individual donors. I do not
know anyone in the Liberal Party — and this includes
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myself — who could have access to that sort of money
probably at any point in our lives, let alone make that
sort of donation in a single year.
Mr Jennings — Matthew Guy as planning minister
had a revolving door of property developers.
Mrs PEULICH — Let us talk about property
developers. Let us talk about Progressive Business.
Those opposite should not entice me to get my Excel
spreadsheet out and reveal all of the donors to
Progressive Business I have been compiling over the
years. I would be more than happy to spend the next
2 hours going over that.
Mr Jennings — You are the puppetmaster of
property developers; is that what you have just said?
Mrs PEULICH — I do know that there is certainly
very ready access of government ministers to various
lobbyists under this government and that there was a
very different arrangement under the previous
government. The biggest complaint from the business
sector about the former government was that the door
was not open. Such people are not whingeing now
under the arrangements of those opposite. They are
happy like the proverbial — —
Ms Shing interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — They are very happy they have
had unprecedented access to ministers and to people of
influence.
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — I am sure those payments are
not necessarily going to be declared on the Australian
Electoral Commission’s website.
In addition to that, there are a few gaps that needing
addressing; for example, there is no requirement for
Independents to make donation disclosures, or they can
circumvent such requirements substantially. If
Ms Pennicuik was fair dinkum and wanted to really get
to the root of the problem, and if she had brought a
comprehensive motion that had captured all of these
issues, we might be having a very different debate. In
fact I am sure that we would be.
In the meantime, we all know what we have to do: we
have to make declarations. There is a register of
interests; it needs to be accurate, and it needs to be
regularly updated. Indeed Australian Electoral
Commission returns were due, I think, by the end of
September, so if — —
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — I am just coming to that. I do not
believe it was actually in his return.
Mr Finn — He forgot about it for seven years.
Mrs PEULICH — Right. Of course we have an
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
now with powers to investigate corruption in a way that
has never been able to be done before here in Victoria.
This is as a result of a coalition initiative, something
Labor did not support.
I agree with Mr Somyurek that financial disclosure
laws should probably be nationally coordinated through
the Council of Australian Governments, but that is not
to say that we as members of Parliament and political
parties do not have obligations. There are the
fundraising codes for ministers and parliamentary
secretaries. As Cabinet Secretary I was fully aware of
those and meticulously made sure that they were
observed. From the Somyurek inquiry’s report it did
not appear that those codes were widely circulated at
all, let alone circulated to ministerial staffers.
I do not believe there is much to say about
Ms Pennicuik’s motion except that it does not capture
the rorting of public funds, the rorting of union funds or
the rorting of business. It captures the Greens’ narrow
perspective. If Ms Pennicuik were to be fair dinkum
about reforming the situation to make these
arrangements more transparent, I am sure the coalition
would be willing to entertain that reference. As a
former member of the Electoral Matters Committee, I
think it is a very good committee.
Mr Finn — It used to be a ripper.
Mrs PEULICH — It was a ripper committee, and it
tabled some very good reports. We looked at electronic
voting. We understand the challenges, but when we
were speaking to some people in the United States
no-one could believe that we still manually count votes.
No doubt that will be a very important reference for the
Electoral Matters Committee. When Ms Pennicuik
comes back with a more comprehensive reference that
is fair dinkum in terms of getting to the nub of the
problem, then we will be happy to debate it in a more
effusive and embracing spirit.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I will
make a brief contribution to the debate today, because
the substantive position of the government has been
given in this debate by Mr Somyurek. Whilst
Mr Somyurek indicated that it is not the government’s
intention — —
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Mr Finn — You should use him more. He is very
intelligent.
Mr JENNINGS — It is our intention to do so.
Mr Somyurek appropriately and fulsomely outlined the
government’s position in relation to this matter today.
Mr Somyurek indicated the value of further work being
done, not only in this jurisdiction but across the nation
in relation to disclosures about and limitations upon
political donations, and the accountability framework
that applies to political donations. The Labor Party
accepts that. We recognise that the previous inquiry in
2009 identified a number of reforms, in a fairly benign
way. The underlying thesis of those recommendations
was that national harmony was the way to go. A
nationally consistent approach, driven through either
the federal jurisdiction or the prism of the Council of
Australian Governments (COAG), was the way in
which these laws should be regularised across the
nation.
The government today accepts the fundamental aspects
of that thinking and intends to pursue through those
federal mechanisms ways in which it can further these
matters in the future. A wide scope of matters was
considered in 2009 by the Electoral Matters Committee,
as well as in the update that Ms Pennicuik has drawn
attention to in her contribution today. Mr Somyurek has
demonstrated a very extensive working knowledge of
the reforms that have been introduced in other
jurisdictions across the globe that would probably mean
that on policy grounds there would be reasonable scope
to pursue these matters during the course of the current
Parliament.
I am confident that if we do not address these issues
through national reform, then we should have the
capacity within the Victorian Parliament to come back
and have a look at this matter again. Certainly that has
not been ruled out by the government in its opposition
to the reference today. We recognise the pre-existence
of the 2009 work, we recognise the need for national
harmony, we recognise the need for reform and we are
happy to work within the processes of COAG to
achieve that. We think in some ways an additional
inquiry by the Electoral Matters Committee at the
moment would create an onerous work program for the
committee, one that would possibly only duplicate
efforts.
Over time if we as a Parliament need to come back to
this matter, the government would reserve its right to
consider it on the next occasion. We are happy to
engage with parties in the interim to demonstrate some
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degree of momentum in that regard. We are not
defensive about this issue at all.
I note the variety of contributions that have come from
the other side of the chamber. Hopefully we will be
able to find some way forward together. Whilst we may
be voting along similar lines as opposition members,
our motivation seems to be slightly different. In terms
of Mrs Peulich’s contribution I think that motivation is
quite skewed, but nonetheless we may be able to find
some common ground as a Parliament to generate some
traction in these matters. More importantly, and by
design, I would hope we can implement change at a
national level.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank Mr Somyurek, Mr Rich-Phillips, Mrs Peulich and
Mr Jennings for speaking on the motion. I will make
some brief responses to matters raised by the speakers.
Mr Somyurek started out by saying there is an
increasing demand for wider transparency and
accountability, as well as a greater media focus on the
issue of campaign donations. He gave us a bit of a
history lesson, going over some of the stuff that I had
already spoken about in my motion, which is fine, but
he reported on the genesis of the Canadian reforms that
were driven by a major scandal. He also said that New
Zealand and the UK followed with inquiries and
changes, mainly based on the Canadian system. In
terms of the capping of donations and donation
disclosures, this system has been followed to some
extent in jurisdictions in Australia.
Certainly, the 2009 report described the Canadian
system as the gold standard. The Greens regard the
Canadian system as a benchmark to be aspired to;
certainly no Australian jurisdiction has got there so far.
Mr Somyurek mentioned that the report recommended
that Victoria wait for change at the national level,
because there were changes afoot at the national level
with the Joint Standing Committee On Electoral
Matters inquiry, the work of the federal Special
Minister of State and the legislation, which eventually
did not get up. I understand all of that, but the reason I
am saying we need to look at the matter again in
Victoria is that in fact nothing has happened at the
national level, despite attempts by the former
government to effect change.
Mr Somyurek said that in 2009 other states supported
harmony, and that may also be true, but in fact in the
six and a half years since then other states have in fact
moved because nothing has happened at the national
level. Mr Somyurek went on to say that due to
constitutional issues the committee decided to wait for
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the federal process and that the Labor Party has moved
in other states and has tried to do so at the federal level.
In fact that is exactly my point: the other states have
moved and have been able to move.
I think Mr Somyurek exaggerated the complex nature
of the constitutional issues involved. In fact the High
Court struck down part of the legislation in New South
Wales and clarified some of the constitutional issues,
but it left in place a disclosure regime whereby all
donations above $1000 must be disclosed and it left in
place caps of $5000 for parties and $2000 for individual
candidates and the ability for New South Wales to ban
donations from property developers, from tobacco,
gambling, gaming and the liquor industries, and to ban
donations from unenrolled individuals and any entity
without an Australian business number. In other words,
the High Court struck down part of the legislation but
left in place many other parts, so the High Court
decision has not meant that states cannot move on their
own, and in fact, as I outlined, they have.
In response to the issues I raised arising from the 2009
report Mr Somyurek said that Victoria has not had a
major scandal as has occurred in other jurisdictions, that
it is probably only a matter of time before there is a
scandal in Victoria and that we have been lucky. I
would not want us to wait until there is a scandal. We
should be moving on this issue because other states
have, and in terms of harmonisation, we need to be
harmonising with the other states which have moved,
particularly with respect to disclosure. Victoria is way
behind in this area and is now the only state that
defaults entirely to the commonwealth system, which is
completely unacceptable and inappropriate and needs to
be amended. Whether that will happen through a
Council of Australian Governments (COAG) process I
am not sure, but the opportunity exists for us to be in
harmony with the rest of the states, and that is what we
should be doing.
Mr Somyurek suggested that I should hold fire and that
the government will do something at the end of its term,
but the end of the term will be an election year, which I
would suggest is probably not the best time for the
Electoral Matters Committee to be wrapped up in this
inquiry, which is why I am moving the motion now, for
the inquiry to be completed midway through next year.
Mr Rich-Phillips gave a modest response in opposing
the motion. For example, he said that I am not seeking
action but a further inquiry. Of course Mr Rich-Phillips
would be aware that I did seek action with regard to not
taking donations from property developers, caps on
donations, increased disclosure and so on in 2009, 2010
and 2014. In this particular motion I would like the
committee to examine what has happened in the six and
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a half years since it tabled the report of its previous
inquiry in April 2009. A lot has happened since then.

is not addressed at the national level, the ALP will have
a look at it again.

He also mentioned that the 2009 inquiry received little
evidence with regard to the need for change at the local
government level and that local government did not
generate any interest. I would suggest that that is
probably because local government was not included in
the 2008 terms of reference, and that is why I have
included it in this reference. He went on to say that my
reference would not advance the issue, and he implied
that we have all we need to know from the 2009 report
and that a new inquiry would not advance this issue, but
so much has happened in the intervening six and a half
years that much could be achieved by a re-examination
by the committee.

My concern with the ALP and the Liberal Party not
supporting this motion is that it leaves Victoria in the
situation of having less-than-satisfactory legislation
with regard to campaign donations, and that is widely
understood. One of the opening sentences of the 2009
report was that Victoria and the commonwealth are the
least regulated jurisdictions in the Western world, and
that situation remains.

Mr Rich-Phillips also mentioned a new reference on
electronic voting. As I said, that may be worthwhile. In
fact there is no reason the committee could not be doing
both inquiries. Many of the standing committees in this
house are working on more than one inquiry at a time,
and there is no reason the Electoral Matters Committee
could not also be doing that. If that is the reason, it is
not much of a reason. Overall I am very disappointed
with the reasons Mr Rich-Phillips scratched up for not
supporting the motion. I think Victoria does need to
pull its socks up with regard to this issue.
Mrs Peulich spent most of her time not talking about
the motion except to say that it is not broad enough
when in fact it is a very broad motion that allows the
committee to look into any type of reform that may be
required under either the Electoral Act 2002 or the
Local Government Act 1989. She then spent most of
her time talking about the royal commission into
unions.
Mr Jennings finished up by praising Mr Somyurek for
his fulsome outlining of the government’s position,
which is basically that the government will do
something if nothing is done at the federal level.
Mr Jennings said that the ALP recognises that the 2009
report identifies some reforms that are needed, but six
and a half years down the track those reforms have not
been implemented, not even the reforms that were
recommended in the report.
Mr Jennings said that the government intends to pursue
the matters through COAG. I do not have any
opposition to pursuing the matters through COAG, but
I would also say that COAG could be informed by
Victoria moving on this issue as the other states have
done, and that might be an impetus for further reform at
the national level. He finished by saying that if the issue

I was interested to read an article by Marian Sawer,
emeritus professor at the school of politics and
international relations, Australian National University.
It relates to the allegations of mafia involvement in
political donations. Amongst the matters raised in the
article she says:
Despite some toing and froing as governments have changed
or High Court challenges have been mounted, it is at the state
and territory level that most progress has been made in the
past five years.

She talks about the South Australian cross-party
agreement and other changes and then goes on to say:
It is unfortunate that it is only scandals and the perception of
corruption or criminal involvement that prompt moves to
reform Australia’s political finance regime. While it is
important to remove perceptions of undue influence, it is
equally important to uphold democratic principles such as that
of political equality and a level playing field for electoral
competition.
Those whose supporters have deep pockets should not be
given an unfair advantage in electoral competition. Nor
should cashed-up voices be able to drown out others in the
electronic media.
Political equality does not exist when some are able to
purchase access to ministers or senior political figures through
large political donations or paying inflated prices for seats at a
dinner.
…
In a context where the unrestricted role of private money and
the abuse of public resources has become normalised in
Australian elections, the shock of discovering mafia
involvement in political donations may be a positive one.
Hopefully, there will be renewed momentum for electoral
reform — concerned with first principles, not just with
integrity issues.

I am disappointed that the major parties are again
shying away from legislative reform with regard to
electoral campaign donations. This would have been an
opportunity for the Electoral Matters Committee to look
again at this issue, given what has happened in the
intervening years. I do not have any faith that we are
going to move any faster on this issue than we have in
the past six years.
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House divided on motion:
Ayes, 7
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Hartland, Ms
Patten, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms
Purcell, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms

Noes, 31
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Motion negatived.

ELECTORATE OFFICE STAFF
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house —
(1) notes Labor members’ alleged misuse of casual
electorate officers as field organisers for the Labor
Party’s Community Action Network; and
(2) calls on ministers in the Legislative Council to release
casual staff time sheets for the 2014–15 financial year.

I have not always seen eye to eye with James
Campbell, the Herald Sun reporter, but I will just take a
moment to commend him on his outstanding
investigative work, which will probably be worthy of
another award further down the track.
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scheme, and it is beholden on this house, it is beholden
on our media and it is beholden on those members of
Parliament who may have been a party to it unwittingly
to come clean and fess up, given in particular the
commitment of the Special Minister of State that he
would fully cooperate with any processes and inquiries
and, although it came a little belatedly, the Premier’s
commitment to do likewise.
This is an opportunity for those ministers to come clean
and not to throw under the political truck the lives and
careers of young Labor Party activists who perhaps
unwittingly have been involved in a scam of major
proportions, which make previous casualties of what is
loosely seen as rorting of the system pale into
insignificance.
I am referring to the front page article of the Herald Sun
of Friday, 18 September, headed ‘Rorts and
consequences’, which compares and looks at the three
most prominent casualties of controversy, including
former federal Speaker Bronwyn Bishop, who lost her
job as Speaker as a result of a $5227 helicopter ride. I
am not defending the helicopter ride; all I want to do is
place into context the amount of money that we are
talking about. We are also talking about former federal
Speaker Peter Slipper, who lost his job — and I am not
defending his actions — for misuse of his Cabcharge
allowance to the tune of about $954. Former member
for Frankston Geoff Shaw, who was defeated at the last
state election, was harangued repeatedly — and I am
not defending at all what he had done — by the then
Leader of the Opposition, now Premier, Daniel
Andrews, for an amount of $6838.
It is really important to understand who are the
architects of this Labor scam — who issued the
directives for members of Parliament to breach the
rules under which we all operate in order to put in place
a method by which obviously the last state election was
stolen through the misuse of public funds. That is what
I am interested in.

An honourable member interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — I think he is doing a
commendable job in exposing what has clearly been an
election stolen through a very clever plan of political
corruption and the siphoning of public funds in order to
pay political organisers working as field officers on
behalf of the Labor Party in organising and building the
Labor Party’s Community Action Network, which is
comprised of, ultimately, volunteers mobilised in key
seats in order to win, as I said, the last state election.
When we look at the slender margins by which many of
those seats were won, many of them in my region,
no-one could dispute the significance of this particular

I would like to commend the Herald Sun for the role it
played in exposing a sequence or a list of information
that emerged, probably as a result of initially the
manner in which the investigations of Adem Somyurek,
the former Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade, occurred and some of the information that
emerged as a result of some of the witness statements
that were not directly within the parameters of the terms
of reference given by the Premier for the inquiry. Those
terms of reference were very narrow post the election,
but in my view there was certainly some evidence that
should have been pursued that refers to other duties
being performed before the state election by some of
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these personnel. In particular I am referring to young
Mr Xavier Smith, who I understand, like many others,
had been employed as additional casual staff for the
purpose of being a field organiser. I would be very
interested to know what those other duties were. It is
regrettable that the terms of reference did not enable
that to be fleshed out so that appropriate referrals could
be made to other authorities.
The rules are quite clear in terms of how our staff and
our public funds are to be used. I start off by making
reference to the Parliamentary Administration Act
2005, section 30(1), where it says quite clearly:
The presiding officers, acting jointly, may, on behalf of the
Crown, employ as an electorate officer to assist a member of
Parliament, a person nominated by that member.

According to some of the information that has emerged,
some of the people who were employed as casual
officers from early 2014 were not actually working for
the member who had filled out the forms, nor
necessarily in that member’s electorate, which is a clear
abuse of the rules. In addition to that there are clear job
descriptions for electorate officers. There is a code of
conduct that applies to electorate officers, and the
analysis of those ‘other duties’ should be done by
considering what those other duties were and how they
measure up to the electorate officer roles and the key
performance indicators that are used by each of us in
order to review electorate officer performance.
Also, there are other relevant provisions within the
same act. Section 30(2) states:
The employment of a person under subsection (1) must be
under an agreement in writing and is subject to any terms and
conditions that are determined for the time being by the
presiding officers, acting jointly.

That does not seem to have been the case. I do not
believe that the President of the upper house would
have agreed to such a misuse of public funds, and nor
do I believe that section 30(4), which reads:
Despite subsection (2), the duties and responsibilities of a
person employed as an electorate officer are to be determined
by the member who nominated that person —

would actually mean that a member could allow or
authorise a publicly funded officer to perform any
duties that they like. For example, I could not hire
someone and get them to work in my husband’s private
business to make calls or to undertake activities that are
not prescribed in the role of an electorate officer.
Typically in an offer of employment we as members of
Parliament are required to generate documentation, and
I have just pulled out one of my most recent documents.
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It says to the person I was offering employment to, at
paragraph 3:
Your manager will be —

and it is my name, Inga Peulich, MLC for South
Eastern Metropolitan —
and your work location will be —

and in this instance it says the Chelsea electorate office.
That does not mean that a person necessarily needs to
be in the electorate office 100 per cent of the time.
There may be duties that as a member I require an
electorate officer to undertake; for example, to go to the
local RSL and place a wreath on Remembrance Day,
which they will be doing because we will be sitting in
Parliament when we should be fulfilling these broader
duties.
In all of the material and all of the policies there is an
obligation for there to be transparency and
accountability, but ultimately the member has to either
supervise directly or approve the work that is
undertaken by their electorate officers — by the people
they employ. It is not just signing casual employment
forms and allowing someone else to generate the work
and supervise their work, or perhaps generating forms
for employment and payment for someone they may
not have ever met.
I believe this is serious rorting of the system of
incredible proportions. I believe the figure that is
currently being looked at is about $1.5 million, which,
as I said, makes those other examples where people lost
significant positions pale into insignificance when we
consider the level of rorting that appears to have been
unearthed, and at the end of the day it will be unearthed.
The question is whether it will be unearthed by people
who are the architects of the scheme or the person at the
top who authorised the scheme. There can be no other
such person except the leader of the Labor Party, and he
has stated that he takes responsibility.
This is an opportunity for him to come clean, to take
responsibility and to save the reputations of a whole
generation of young Labor Party activists who perhaps
may not have been aware that what they were doing
was against the rules, because I am not convinced that
many of them were aware. I have met some of them. I
did not realise what the arrangements were, but with
hindsight I am able to piece together the jigsaw puzzle
of information and the visuals of who we saw working
where to understand precisely what happened.
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The Code of Conduct for Parliamentary Electorate
Officers is quite clear. At part 3.6, headed ‘Other
employment’, it says:
Parliamentary electorate officers only engage in other
employment where the activity does not conflict with their
role as a parliamentary electorate officer. Employment
includes a second job, conducting a business, trade or
profession, or active involvement with other organisations
(paid employment or voluntary work). The member of
Parliament and/or the Presiding Officers can assist to
determine if such activities will cause an actual or perceived
conflict of interest.

I hope that neither of the current Presiding Officers
tacitly approved of such a scheme. I believe they are
both honourable men. I would be very disappointed to
learn that some of our ministers in the upper house gave
tacit approval by participating in this scheme either by
coercion or willingness in what I think is the biggest
scandal facing this Parliament.

Wednesday, 7 October 2015

action is clearly embedded in the DNA of those who
conceived this scam. The architects of this can be no
other than the then leaders of the Labor Party I would
assume, including the leader in this chamber, and there
are questions for each and every one of them to answer.
There are questions for Mr Jennings to answer. There
are questions for Mr Lenders, who is no longer here, to
answer. There are questions, obviously, for Daniel
Andrews as the leader of the Labor Party to answer. He
has been stonewalling and deliberately confounding
and confusing the notion of pooled staff, which may
have occurred in the past but it does not mean that even
pooled staff can be used in the manner that the Labor
Party was using the casual staff — that is, as field
organisers and regional organisers; I believe there were
regional organisers — in order to build up and identify
the issues, identify the voters and build a red army in
order to swindle a very closely contested state election.
Mr Leane interjected.

Further, the code of conduct states:
Parliamentary electorate officers are required to seek approval
to engage in any other paid employment from the member of
Parliament whom they serve.

Therefore an implicit responsibility falls on the
shoulders of those members of Parliament who signed
those casual forms. The code continues:
Parliamentary electorate officers must comply with any
policies issued by the Presiding Officers in relation to
engaging in other employment.

I am not sure that many of those young Labor Party
activists — some of them, not all of them, are fine
young men and women — would have ever seen this
code of conduct, but it is the obligation of the
employers, the members of Parliament, to draw it to
their attention and ensure they understand its contents.
Some of them are very concerned about what impact
this will have on their futures and the trashing their
reputations have received in the process. They do not
want to be a part of the lie, the scam, as this clearly has
been.
Regrettably I note also today — and I am glad we have
not gone down the same track — that the Speaker of
the Legislative Assembly has deemed the word
‘rorting’ to be unparliamentary, and it will not be
allowed to be used. That will certainly put all of our
media outlets — —
Mr Barber — Apparently it is the word that is
offensive, not the action.
Mrs PEULICH — A very good interjection from
Mr Barber, being that the word is offensive, but the

Mrs PEULICH — I am not suggesting that
everyone who wore a red shirt was a rorter. I am talking
about the casually employed field officers, partly paid
by ALP headquarters and partly paid through deception
and fraud from the public funds of our electorate office
budgets. The others may have been genuine volunteers,
as there will be, and when we have our by-elections in
the Assembly seats of Polwarth and South-West Coast
we will see an army of people wearing blue shirts. I am
not — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — You are just attempting to
distract and to detract. There is absolutely no excuse for
this not to be fully investigated by the police. I am
delighted to hear that they are progressively working
through the list of field organisers, who were
self-identifying on LinkedIn until the matter was drawn
to the attention of the Labor Party. Overnight they were
asked to remove that information from LinkedIn, but a
full list of those people had been assembled. Everyone
knows who they are. There are the whistleblowers and
there is evidence, and it will be followed through.
These breaches are very serious.
I am just having a cursory look at the Crimes Act 1958.
One assumes, and there are a number of assumptions
that obviously need to be looked at, that the forms were
prepared for MPs to sign, that MPs signed those forms,
that those preparing the forms sought to gain a
benefit — namely, the receipt of labour for campaign
purposes — that the organisers knew or should have
known that they were not entitled to the benefit paid by
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the state, and that the performance of campaign tasks
was not authorised by the state.
There is no doubt — all of the documentation is
there — that this was use of public resources in an
unauthorised way. On that basis the preparation and
submission of documents to payroll to pay staff may
have involved the commission of a number of offences
under the Crimes Act. One of those is in section 82,
‘Obtaining financial advantage by deception’. To
commit this offence there must have been an act of
dishonesty involved in the deception. This may have
occurred either at the hiring point as to the duties,
supervision et cetera of the employees, or at the stage of
payment when hours worked details would be
submitted.
The same rules apply in either case even if the pay
sheets were lodged electronically if the acceptance was
on the basis of information provided. It is absolutely
imperative that the time sheets from February 2014 to
the state election of casually employed staff of those
Labor MPs who reportedly, whether through coercion
or willingly, participated in the biggest scam in the
history of this Parliament be released.
Through my many sources I am advised that the scam
involved upper house MPs contributing one staff
member. I do not know how that could be possible. I
have two staff members. I spend a lot of my budget
each year, every year, on additional administrative
support in my office in order to be able to manage the
workload, which is huge. If somebody asked me to give
over a staff member, I could not do it — and I would
not do it. It is clearly in breach of the rules and I believe
potentially in breach of section 82 of the Crimes Act.
Section 83 could also support an accusation of false
accounting. If an MP submitted line items in their
budget for expenses incurred in electorate office work
but those funds were not actually used for that purpose,
they may have committed this offence. There are a
number of offences to which I think people are very
vulnerable. Section 178 says that ‘giving or receiving
false or misleading receipt or account’ is an indictable
offence. It may well be that the people who were the
architects of this scam or who knowingly participated
in something that was illegal are guilty of an indictable
offence and therefore have no right to continue sitting
in this place. That is a very serious offence. If MPs
submitted false and misleading receipts, accounts or
documents such as false — —
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Mrs PEULICH — Absolutely, if they submitted
false time sheets to the state in order to receive a return,
which was obviously the employment of people for a
political benefit, they have committed this offence,
which carries a maximum sentence of 10 years
imprisonment. This is a serious business. In addition to
that there is the offence of perjury and, more seriously,
the offence of conspiracy under section 321. This is
indeed a very serious matter. It is noteworthy that
knowledge of the offence is unnecessary; only
knowledge of the facts and outcome is required. It is
not necessary to know that it was a crime, only to know
of and conspire in the acts themselves. In other words,
keeping things covered up makes even those who may
have been unwitting conscripts to this scam vulnerable.
This is an opportunity for all of those who participated
unwittingly or through coercion to come clean and
produce these time sheets.
The Herald Sun produced an outstanding editorial
today. I would like to quote bits of it, because I think it
is an excellent summary of the facts as they stand to
date. It states that there is:
… mounting evidence about the party’s misuse of hundreds
of thousands of dollars in taxpayers money.

The audit of the use of electorate budgets authorised by
the Secretary of the Department of Parliamentary
Services indicates that. The Herald Sun article states
there is evidence that:
More than 20 Labor MPs may have participated in the rort.

Apart from upper house MPs being forced to hire
casual staff to act as field organisers, I understand lower
house MPs in safe seats also participated in the scheme.
Mr Leane — You seem to understand a lot.
Mrs PEULICH — I understand that, and let me tell
Mr Leane that this view is shared by a lot of young
committed Labor activists who are personally
wounded, aggrieved and concerned about their futures
because they were not aware that this was not legal. We
know what the rules are. It is up to the Premier now to
take full responsibility. He has said:
… everything that occurs under my leadership of the Labor
Party and my leadership of the government —

is his responsibility. He has failed the test of leadership.
The Premier should not only admit responsibility; he
should stand down. Clearly he is ultimately responsible
for the architecture of this scam.

An honourable member — Time sheets.
I understand the Labor Party Community Action
Network operated on a system of three or four phases
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of activity. I have some detailed notes about what those
may have been, but unfortunately I did not bring them
along. That activity involved organisational activity,
recruitment, identification of issues and organisation of
political activity for candidates. The rules are there, and
the rules apply in particular to casual staff. That is why
we are calling for this release now. The rules apply to
using pool staff for the purposes of electioneering.
This is a very different ball game to, for example, if
there is a research project being worked on by a group
and a member of Parliament is asked to support its
completion with three days of work. In that case the
workers remain under the direct supervision of the
member of Parliament. If casual forms are being
prepared for MPs to sign when they may not have even
sighted the casual employee, it is a clear breach of the
rules. That employee is not under the MP’s direct
supervision. I would hope MPs have not authorised the
deliberate rorting of electorate office budgets. MPs
must supervise and approve the work which is
undertaken by a casual employee. There is no shortcut
on this.
I was particularly perturbed to learn that MPs were
asked to sign forms in advance. That is a clear breach.
That is why the forms need to be released. These
breaches have been referred to the police for
investigation. The Premier himself and the party itself
should have bitten the bullet and made a referral. The
Premier was invited to by the — —

Wednesday, 7 October 2015

been rewarded with ministries or the premiership.
Those young staffers and MPs who may have been
compelled, ordered or wrongly advised that this
fraudulent activity was okay are the casualties of this
scam.
Those involved should do the honourable thing —
release the documents and out themselves — and they
should do so today. The reality is that some of these
MPs, if found to have committed fraud, may no longer
have the right to continue to serve in this Parliament.
The real culprits are the senior architects of this scheme
to defraud the state of Victoria. If it is the Premier, he
should exit with honour, take responsibility and resign
to save his team and those young Labor activists who
believe in his party. He should not throw them to the
wolves just to save his own skin.
We all know that Labor receives union largesse in
return for generous enterprise bargaining agreement
deals. We have Labor MPs rorting public purses to pay
for political organisers. We have unions rorting
businesses, which have to buy industrial peace or risk
time and cost blowouts on projects, many of which
have been publicly funded. This has been evidenced in
the testimony of the federal Leader of the Opposition,
Bill Shorten, to the Royal Commission into Trade
Union Governance and Corruption. Union funds are
being misused for narrow private political agendas or
internal and external political advancement. Labor is on
a merry-go-round of rorts.

Mrs PEULICH — Mr Leane says it is rubbish.
When there were allegations made against former
Premier Ted Baillieu, he instigated a referral to IBAC.
Ultimately those allegations were dismissed because
there was no substance to them, but he wanted to be
open, transparent, accountable and indeed honourable.
Ultimately he paid a price. Daniel Andrews wants
everyone but himself to pay a price. The only job that
he is interested in protecting is his own. The people
who are the most answerable here need to fess up.
Some MPs may no longer be here, so I am not sure how
the police intend to deal with them; some of them have
either been defeated or have retired.

This marks a change in Labor history. In the modern
Labor Party, rorting seems to be in Labor’s DNA. The
true believers of the labour movement would shiver and
turn in their graves at what is happening today. Where
is the honour in Labor? There is none. My father, who
was a very simple man — yes, he was a double degree
graduate, but he tended to boil things down to very
simple principles — always said, ‘The fish always
smells from the head down’. We certainly know that
there is one barracuda in the Assembly who needs to
take responsibility and resign — step down — because
ultimately he must take responsibility for the
architecture of this scam and rort on the public purse.
With those few words, I commend the motion to the
house.

The starting point is here today, with this call on
ministers in the Legislative Council to release casual
staff timesheets for the 2014–15 financial year. This is a
very bad look for Labor, especially for its elder
statesmen and leaders. They are supposed to be the role
models of the labour movement. I do not believe that
these young staffers should be thrown under the
proverbial political truck to protect those who have

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am not too
sure what response I wish to give to Mrs Peulich, but
for her to say that this is the biggest scandal this
Parliament has ever faced is amazing. If you boil it
down to the accusations that have been made by the
media and the opposition, you find that the crux of the
issue is that people who work in the offices of
politicians sometimes act politically. It amazes me that

Mr Leane — That’s rubbish.
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in the two-party adversarial system we are under —
with due respect to the third party and the minor parties,
there is no better way to explain the system we are
under — for an opposition to push a position that
people who work in politicians’ offices never act
politically and never should act politically is amazing.
I put it to the opposition and the non-government
parties that all activities that politicians and their staff
do outside of government are political. That is the
system we are under. Politicians and their officers —
the people who work for them — strive in a two-party
system to go from that side of this chamber to this side
of the chamber. Those opposite seem to believe that
under this system they would be better in government
than the current government. That is why those
opposite strive in everything they do. Everything done
by people who work in the offices of politicians has to
be political. We are politicians, and politics is the crux
of the system under which we work. I say to
Mrs Peulich: this is the big scandal — that sometimes
people who work in politicians’ offices act politically. I
have to say in response to Mrs Peulich — —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Leane is deliberately misconstruing my
comments. At no time did I say that those field officers
worked within offices. What I was criticising and
attempting to get to the bottom of was that the
fieldwork they did as political campaigners was often in
abutting seats or perhaps even on the other side of
Melbourne — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I have heard enough of Mrs Peulich’s point of
order. Mr Leane has just started his contribution to the
debate. He has a point. He is talking about the motion
Mrs Peulich raised in Parliament, so I ask Mr Leane to
continue.
Mr LEANE — As I was going to say in
response — and I think Mrs Peulich might take this as a
compliment — her office is legendary in the south-east
for political activity not only during state elections but
also in federal and council elections. I am saying it is a
legend; it might not be true. But the legend that is out
there is that the energy generated from the political
activity inside Mrs Peulich’s office during those
election periods could probably power a small town.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, that is a reflection on me. This is well outside
the motion, but could I just say the energy that is
generated in relation to political activity surrounding
council elections in particular comes from my home.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I ask Mr Leane to get back to the motion.
Mr LEANE — I am happy to get back to the
motion. The crux of this big scandal is that people who
work in politicians’ offices sometimes act politically. If
this is the big smoking gun that could result in people
going to jail, then I say to Mrs Peulich that I would not
be surprised if one day when I am sitting next to a
hardened criminal in jail and they ask me what I am in
for and I respond, ‘Actually, I’m a politician, and from
time to time people in my office acted politically’, I
reckon I would end up running the place. I would be
getting responses like, ‘There’s one hard dude. You’d
better hand over all your contraband to that guy!’. This
big conspiracy is a joke.
Mrs Peulich talks about an election being stolen. I put it
to Mrs Peulich that her government stole the election
from themselves when they did not deliver the election
commitments they made.
Mr Barber — The Doncaster rail link.
Mr LEANE — I will get to that one. When in
government Mrs Peulich’s government had a couple of
years of inertia when it cut funding to health and
TAFEs. Then there was David Davis. I do not think I
will expand on him, but he was probably high up on our
best and fairest when we counted the votes at the end of
the previous government’s term. Mrs Peulich’s party
stole the election from themselves. As far as it being
stolen, Mrs Peulich’s party contributed to that
completely.
Here we are talking about this conspiracy and about
electorate officers being political. It is all about what
colour shirt you wore. I say to the other side of the
chamber: there were heaps of blue shirts out there.
Mr Finn — They weren’t being paid though.
Mr LEANE — That is a very good question,
Mr Finn. Were they getting paid? Because I know that
in Eastern Metropolitan Region — —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, I do not
wish to unduly upset the flow of Mr Leane’s eloquent
waxing, but he is attempting to put words in my mouth
that have not come from it, and I think that is something
that he should perhaps if not withdraw at least cease
and desist from doing.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I believe Mr Leane was referring to Mr Finn’s
interjection. I understand that is how he understood the
interjection.
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Mr LEANE — I remind the house that interjections
are unruly, but I apologise to Mr Finn if I misheard
what he said and I withdraw if I misconstrued his
statement.
There were lots of blue shirts at pre-poll booths, and
people were saying to me, ‘That person actually works
for that MP’ and ‘That person over there is actually
so-and-so’s electorate officer’. When they said that to
me I thought they might have been on the books at the
time and they may have been on holiday. That might
have been the case. I am prepared to give people the
benefit of the doubt, because despite whatever flavour
an electorate officer is, they have a hard job.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr LEANE — If Mrs Peulich thinks this is the
biggest smoking gun that the Parliament has ever seen,
she is in some sort of la-la land. If this is what
Mrs Peulich thinks will bring about a change of
government, she has not learnt anything from the time
she spent in government, because what people care
about is health, education, roads and public transport —
all the areas that the former government failed to
deliver on, despite the big fanfare and the number of
commitments that it took to the election around
building the Doncaster rail line. There were multiple
promises which the government failed to deliver.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr LEANE — I remember the huge fanfare around
the Doncaster rail line.
We have people saying this is the biggest conspiracy
they have seen. Members of the opposition are
saying — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
It distresses me enormously to inform the house and
Mr Leane that we must leave it there to move on to
statements on reports and papers.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Auditor-General: Regional Growth Fund —
Outcomes and Learnings
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak on
the Auditor-General’s report entitled Regional Growth
Fund — Outcomes and Learnings.
By way of background, the Regional Growth Fund was
introduced by the Liberal-Nationals coalition with eight
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years of funding: $500 million for the first four years
and another $500 million for the following four years.
However, an extra $70 million was added to the fund in
the first four years, so the Regional Growth Fund
provided over $570 million in grants to local councils,
businesses, departments and agencies over the four-year
period through a number of funding streams, including
the Latrobe Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund,
the Putting Locals First program, the Energy to the
Regions program and the Local Government
Infrastructure Fund. Overall the Regional Growth Fund
was very beneficial to many of the towns in my
electorate, so it was disappointing to read the way the
Auditor-General identified the value of some of the
projects that were delivered through this program.
As the audit summary pointed out, approximately a
quarter of Victorians live in regional areas and the
regional economy provides for 21 per cent of the state’s
employment. Regional and rural towns such as those in
my electorate face a range of different challenges
compared to metropolitan areas. There are fewer
economic opportunities, and there are issues with
developing and maintaining local infrastructure such as
our country roads. We also face adverse environmental
issues, such as fire and flood, which we have seen
recently. The Regional Growth Fund was developed to
help regional Victorians deal with these challenges and
assist our regional and rural towns to grow, drive
employment, provide more opportunities and improve
resilience as well as the livability of the area.
Many people in the Latrobe Valley and the wider
Gippsland area would agree that this is what the
Regional Growth Fund did. It helped create jobs and
improve our local communities. It was a fantastic
success for our communities, with the fund supporting
almost 1800 projects and leveraging more than
$2 billion worth of investment. It created 23 000 jobs,
including direct full-time jobs, indirect jobs and
employment in the construction sector. It is a shame
that this report has put a slightly negative slant on what
was a positive program for so many Gippslanders. I
understand it can be hard to put a monetary value on the
flow-on effects of such investment in regional
communities, but this fund was important because it
helped to fund local projects and provided flexible
funding to help communities fill those gaps in services
and infrastructure. In doing so it created many job
opportunities.
As I have previously said in this chamber, sometimes it
is the little projects that can make the big difference. In
our communities we had funding for hall upgrades,
street beautification, community hubs, sporting clubs,
bridges and footpaths. Only last week I was in the great
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town of Yinnar in the Latrobe Valley to attend the
opening of an art resource collective centre,
affectionately called the Arc building, which was
funded through approximately $80 000 from the
coalition government’s Regional Growth Fund and
$40 000 from the Latrobe City Council. It was a great
blend.
Arc Yinnar is a not-for-profit organisation that houses
artists in residence. Its building accommodates offices,
a gallery and studio spaces for ceramics, metalwork,
photography and painting. It has a retail outlet and a
theatrette. The restoration of this historic building was
very important to the community, as the building was in
dire need of an upgrade to allow better access for
people with a disability. The building provides an
important outlet for art classes and a venue for
community groups. It is now a wonderful space, and I
can see it will be used for all sorts of functions.
It is projects like this, which are driven by the
community with the support of local council and
government, that the Regional Growth Fund helped to
deliver. The fund helped realise big and small
community-driven projects, with the assistance of local
councils in many cases, as we have seen.
Although the report by the Auditor-General questions
Regional Development Victoria’s application and
performance evaluation processes in regard to the fund,
I do not believe it can say the fund was ineffective.
There are many Gippslanders in my electorate who
would sing the praises of this fund and have benefited
from its investment. I can only hope that the Andrews
Labor government does not use this report as an excuse
to try to take away funding from this region.

Auditor-General: Follow Up of Managing
Major Projects
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak about the Auditor-General’s report Follow Up of
Managing Major Projects. The report focuses on the
implementation of recommendations or improvements
by Major Projects Victoria (MPV), if any, following the
first report. While the report identifies ongoing
problems with consultants and certain processes, there
appears to have been a concerted effort made by Major
Projects Victoria to improve its administrative practices
and associated governance.
Major Projects Victoria has given the state many
wonderful landmarks. Beginning in the 1980s with the
Cain Labor government, and in the last few decades
following that, Melbourne has been characterised by
the presence of large numbers of hydraulic cranes on
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the skyline. Melbourne did not become the most livable
city in the world overnight. Major Projects Victoria has
much to be proud of. However, I suspect it is not taking
seriously the Auditor-General’s criticism of its methods
of operation.
Stating the obvious, professionally rigorous project
management is the key to the success of any
construction project. However, it would appear that
during the initial audit several weaknesses were
identified and several recommendations were put in
place to remedy those shortfalls. According to the
Auditor-General, Major Projects Victoria needs to lift
its game. It has not applied any mechanism or strategy
in the long term to address these recommendations or
their underlying issues.
The public sector must be not only transparent in its
operation and all its dealings, it must also be seen to be
transparent. Once the ugly face of corruption raises its
head all stated principles and good intentions mean
nothing. It is not true to say that MPV has totally
ignored the recommendations set out in the initial audit;
rather it has made reporting on its performance a
priority. MPV has introduced an electronic system and
associated processes to monitor and report on projects.
It would be true to say that without an effective
monitoring mechanism in any organisation, changes to
modes of operation rarely, if ever, occur. Specially
constituted committees of oversight can meet regularly,
have agendas prepared and have discussions taking
place, but if changes are not implemented, then it really
does not matter who chairs the meetings, because
nothing will happen to alter the status quo.
I know the state minister responsible will focus on the
methods of operation of Major Projects Victoria with a
view to impressing upon its management the
importance of transparency and accountability to ensure
long-term benefits for the organisation and for the
people of Victoria. For three years running Melbourne
has been voted the world’s most livable city, and this is
no mean feat.

Victorian small business commissioner:
report 2014–15
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make a statement on the annual report of the
Victorian small business commissioner. The challenges
facing small business were to be addressed by the
creation of the role of the Victorian small business
commissioner. The commissioner has a number of
roles, including providing information to Victorian
businesses, helping them with dispute resolution,
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particularly surrounding the Retail Leases Act 2003, the
Farm Debt Mediation Act 2011, the Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Act 2005, the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983, national
issues and so on.
Unfortunately the number of disputes has grown, and I
would imagine that that number will continue to grow
as a result of the most recent grand final eve public
holiday. I have recently sent out 5000 communications
to small businesses across the south-east, and I received
a deluge of responses from small business owners who
were very angry about the additional public holiday on
the eve of the AFL Grand Final. In particular they were
concerned about the implications for the bottom line of
their businesses. The new public holiday particularly
affected the hospitality industry, which would well be
expected to operate on public holidays.
Small business owners in this industry were unlikely to
hire casual staff, because in many cases they would
have to pay double time and a half. As a result, they
themselves or their family members had to work, so
there was certainly no family time for them. According
to the Premier, that was the reason for this additional
public holiday, but there was no family time for those
hundreds of thousands of small businesses run by
families. A number of businesses could not afford to
close but made a substantial loss on the day.
Hairdressers are one example. Friday is a huge trading
day for them. The implications of the penalty rates for
them was substantial. They could not close because
they would have lost their clients; they had no choice.
They were held hostage to a very bad government
policy.
Some of the real victims of this policy are the small
businesses that are located in shopping complexes,
which are subject to retail leases. That includes
businesses at places like DFO. Irrespective of whether
or not they were interested in opening, they had to open
or risk being fined, and many of them have made
substantial losses as a result of that.
I heard about mothers who had paid for a week’s worth
of child care, and just because it was a public holiday
they were not reimbursed for the Friday. So that was
money they lost from their family pockets.
The casual employees themselves lost money, and a
number of these, of course, are young people. We know
many of them are on the borderline of poverty. They
often have to rely on their parents in order to pay their
basic bills.
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Small businesses are doing it tough under this
government, and we will need a miracle worker in the
Office of the Victorian Small Business Commissioner
to deal with many of the problems that emerge as a
result of the financial hardship they have had to endure
and will endure every year as a result of this additional
public holiday. I note in particular the businesses I
doorknocked in the electorate of Polwarth, in
Bannockburn. Many of them were compelled to open,
but they were strongly against the public holiday on the
eve of the grand final. There may have been some
exceptions, but in the wash, I imagine that the Victorian
small business commissioner is going to have a very
big job over the next 12 months.
One of the big problems was that many businesses did
not know about the public holiday or what their
obligations were, so clearly the provision of
information, which is one of the roles of the small
business commissioner, will have to be beefed up,
given that this government has failed to do its own job.
Lastly, the contempt in which small business is held by
this government is exemplified by the fact that the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade,
Mr Dalidakis, has still not appointed members to the
multicultural small business advisory committee nor the
Victorian small business council. These are both crucial
bodies that would advise him of concerns faced by
small businesses.

Auditor-General: Occupational Violence
Against Healthcare Workers
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s report on
Occupational Violence Against Healthcare Workers of
May 2015. This is a report which I will say at the outset
I found very disconcerting, one which deals with a
matter I feel should be taken very seriously by the
organisations that are expected to lead Victoria’s
healthcare workers.
I doubt that I would find a person who would disagree
with me when I say that healthcare workers, including
doctors, nurses and paramedics, perform a critically
important role in caring for our community. We are
privileged in the sense that when an emergency
situation arises and a Victorian requires urgent medical
treatment we know that help will not be far away from
the scene in the form of our dedicated ambulance
officers. Once the situation has been stabilised, and the
patient arrives at hospital, they are in the best possible
care in our hospitals with dedicated nurses and doctors.
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We assume this, and yet healthcare workers assume
that occupational violence is just part of the job.
Healthcare workers face particular risks of violence,
because they are at the front line, where people are
faced with highly stressful issues. They work in
unpredictable and potentially volatile situations. Such
situations may involve, for example, dealing with a
patient whose condition may lead them to exhibit
unintentionally violent behaviour or with concerned
family members who, when confronted with a stressful
situation involving their loved ones and healthcare
workers, may become agitated. Another situation where
healthcare workers find themselves at risk of violence is
when an individual requiring care is under the influence
of alcohol or drugs. With the increasing prevalence of
dangerous drugs such as ice severely impacting upon
the mental state of users, I believe this risk will keep on
increasing.
This is inexcusable. It is inexcusable that we as a
community have an expectation that the
Auditor-General’s report describes as follows:
… there seems to be a misplaced community expectation that
healthcare workers — as members of caring professions —
should continue to provide care regardless of the risks they
may face.
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implemented and acted on swiftly, because no-one
should feel unsafe at work. No-one should feel their
wellbeing is being put in jeopardy. I thank all those
who worked on this report for bringing this important
issue to the Parliament’s attention. I commend this
report to the house.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2015–16
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Today I rise
to speak on the state budget papers and in particular the
local government output summarised on page 197. In
doing so I want to draw the attention of the community
very much to the plight of peri-urban councils. The
peri-urban rural councils are an extremely important
group of councils, and I pay tribute to their tenacity and
preparedness to advocate strongly for their
communities. They comprise the shires of Surf Coast,
Golden Plains, Moorabool, Macedon Ranges,
Murrindindi, Baw Baw and Bass Coast. The peri-urban
council group has been very active in advocating for the
situation of peri-urban rural councils, which are those
located near to Melbourne — within 1 hour or so of
Melbourne — and representing areas that are
significant in terms of tourist activity, population
growth, in most cases, and also development.

I was shocked to read in the report that:
… incidents least likely to be reported are those not requiring
medical attention — near misses, verbal abuse, and incidents
causing mental or psychological distress. Our examination of
the audited health services incident reporting data found that
incidents routinely categorised as ‘mild’, ‘near miss’ or ‘no
harm’ included attempted strangulation, kicking a pregnant
woman in the stomach, sexually inappropriate conduct, and
being kicked and punched.

How on earth are these categorised as ‘mild’, ‘near
miss’ or ‘no harm’? What is most frightening is that the
true extent of the occupational violence against
healthcare workers in Victoria is not known. Such
categorising of inexcusable acts committed against our
healthcare workers downplays the severity of these
incidents and does not foster an environment in which
future occurrences and risks will be prevented and
managed.
The Auditor-General has made 10 recommendations
and called on the Department of Health and Human
Services and WorkSafe to provide leadership on this
issue and stronger, sector-wide leadership to work more
closely together with health services and Ambulance
Victoria to fulfil their responsibilities as employers to
effectively protect staff.
For the safety and security of our dedicated healthcare
staff, I hope these recommendations are fully

In that context I note that state government support for
peri-urban councils has fallen this year. We have seen
an $88 million statewide cut balanced only by a
$50 million injection for the interface councils. The
peri-urban rural group gets nothing from that. That is
the group that suffers particularly from the removal of
the $40 million per year country roads and bridges
program. Each one of these councils would have
benefited from $1 million a year over the last four
years, but this year the new state government has cut
funding to these councils. In fact it has cut funding to
all 40 rural councils, but in particular each of the shire
councils in the peri-urban rural group has had that
$1 million per year funding cut due to the abolition of
the country roads and bridges program.
As I said, these are areas of significant growth. The
population of the peri-urban region is expected to grow
by 50.2 per cent by 2031. A statement I made last week
was very much to say that the peri-urban councils ought
to be included and more strongly recognised in the
revamp of Plan Melbourne. The old Melbourne 2030
planning document that was operational under the
Bracks and Brumby governments did not recognise
peri-urban rural councils at all, and I pay tribute to
Matthew Guy, who as Minister for Planning saw the
need to formally recognise them in the statewide
document Plan Melbourne, which applied to
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Melbourne but also to many of the regional cities, the
interface councils and that peri-urban rural group.
The rewrite that is occurring now, which appears to be
gathering steam as an even more substantial rewrite,
needs to recognise fully and directly the importance of
the peri-urban rural group of councils. There needs to
be adequate recognition financially too, but importantly
that document which looks to the future ought to in a
bipartisan way have very strong recognition.
In the Golden Plains area Bannockburn is one example.
There we will see an average growth rate of 8.68 per
cent per annum through to 2031 or an estimated total of
173.6 per cent through that period. There needs to be
recognition of the infrastructure needs and the
challenges of roads and local infrastructure in that
Bannockburn area of the Golden Plains shire.
In the case of Bass Coast 131 per cent growth is
predicted by 2036. Again there is a significant need to
recognise that. In Baw Baw it is estimated there will be
115.2 per cent growth by 2036. Warragul, a major
growing area that needs recognition, was provided with
significant recognition in Plan Melbourne, but that
needs to be maintained and expanded. In Gisborne in
the Macedon Ranges municipality there is a plan for
87.3 per cent growth to 2036, and that also deserves
adequate recognition. The town of Maddingley in
Moorabool is predicted to see 253 per cent growth to
2036. That is an example of a community that deserves
that recognition and has not been provided with it by
the state government. All the indications are that the
planning minister is determined to rebuff the peri-urban
group of councils and not recognise them adequately.
Murrindindi, which was so hard hit by the fires in 2009,
is well positioned to accommodate additional
population growth, and I know that would be welcomed
by that peri-urban rural council.
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relation to the Auditor-General’s report, Regional
Growth Fund — Outcomes and Learnings.
Ms Pulford — That’s an interesting read.
Ms TIERNEY — It is a very sorry tale indeed,
Minister Pulford. The Auditor-General found that under
the Liberal-Nationals government the Regional Growth
Fund had weaknesses in design, a lack of transparency
and weaknesses in evaluation. It had significant funds
to invest in regional Victoria, and that in itself is a good
thing, but it is not a good thing when the projects have
no paperwork in the pre-application process or when
recommendations are declined but the minister
overrules those decisions despite there being no
paperwork and no minutes of meetings in which those
decisions were made.
This report found that there was no evidence around
how proposals were even short-listed — none at all.
This lack of transparency leads to the question of
effectiveness, and once again the Auditor-General
found a murky picture. This explains some of the
outrageous claims we have heard from those opposite
about the effectiveness of the Regional Growth Fund.
The accounting practices were shabby, the reporting
practices were shambolic and the effectiveness
measurements had no basis in reality. The
Auditor-General is quoted as saying:
There were also some weaknesses in governance, with
independent assessment committees seemingly
‘rubberstamping’ projects for approval. These issues persist
despite the department managing significant grant-based
programs for well over a decade. As a result, it was difficult
to ascertain whether the best possible projects were funded
under the RGF. This also brings into question whether the
state achieved the best value for money for its investment in
regional Victoria.

On page 11 under the heading ‘Findings’ the report
says:

My point here is that the new planning document,
whatever it is ultimately called, needs to properly
recognise the peri-urban group of councils and in doing
so call on the planning minister to make that
recognition. I know that at Bannockburn in Golden
Plains — —

A robust evaluation framework was not effectively developed
and implemented.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I am afraid Mr Davis’s time has expired.

There was a general lack of targets, benchmarks and baseline
data for performance measures.

Auditor-General: Regional Growth Fund —
Outcomes and Learnings
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — This
afternoon I would like to make some comments in

Pre-application processes were not well documented.

Performance measures were neither effectively developed nor
monitored.

On page 29 under the heading ‘Findings’ the report
says:
Most reported job and investment outcomes are inflated and
not an accurate reflection of the RGF contribution.
The department did not report on all outcomes of the RGF.
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The department did not have benchmarks and targets for all
programs. In cases where these were available these were not
consistently applied.

Time constrains me, but suffice to say that this report is
damning of the processes around the Regional Growth
Fund. They were opaque, and inappropriate
measurement techniques were used. The claims made
about the fund were grossly overblown.
I am pleased to report that the Auditor-General says the
department is applying the lessons learnt from these
failures of the Regional Growth Fund and that they are
now being applied to the Andrews Labor government’s
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund. He reports that
this includes developing stronger evaluation
frameworks with regular reviews and a greater focus on
performance reporting and collecting baseline data.
In response to Ms Bath I simply say that Labor will not
be taking money out of the regions, including the
region she represents. In fact there is more money
attached to Labor’s regional programs and funds. What
I can also say to Ms Bath is that while the local projects
she mentioned in her contribution are probably
significant and successful projects, they are so despite
the significant flaws in the previous fund.
No community needs to put up with this. Labor does
not want communities to have to deal with the likes of
an inefficient fund that lacks accountability and
transparency. I call on all MPs to take the time to read
this report. It is enlightening, and it shows how not to
do it. We need to do more to support regional Victoria.
I commend this report to the house.

Victorian small business commissioner:
report 2014–15
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to be able make a contribution on the Victorian small
business commissioner’s 2014–15 annual report. In fact
this hard copy is quite a rarity, given it is the only one
in the table office. I was only allowed to have it on the
premise that they tag it to be returned in 1 hour. I thank
the table office for allowing me to have the only hard
copy of this annual report for my contribution tonight.
I want to make two points about the report. The first is
the significant increase in mediation work that the
Office of the Victorian Small Business Commissioner
has done over the last year. There has been a 41 per
cent increase in mediation work, which is really quite
significant given the office has seen a reduction in its
budget. It is important that the government notes the
considerable increase in the workload of the office and
applies a funding mechanism within the budget to allow
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it to continue to deal with the many mediation activities
it undertakes.
I was particularly interested to note the farm debt
mediation work the office conducts. It was a coalition
government initiative to create a division within the
small business commissioner’s office to deal with
farmers and creditors in relation to farm debt before it
gets to a point where, particularly for farmers who are
facing significant financial challenges, creditors take
positions of forcing the sale of assets. It has been very
successful, with 90 farm debt mediations having been
undertaken by the office over the last 12 months. It is
really pleasing to see that while 84 mediations were
initiated by creditors, there has been a 95.5 per cent
settlement rate of those mediations. It is good news for
the farming community that there have been no
foreclosures in respect of the mediation work that the
office has done, at least in 95 per cent of the cases.
Fifty-seven of those mediations were held in regional
Victoria. The work is not undertaken only in the office
in Melbourne — more cases were conducted in
regional Victoria, which certainly would help and
complement the process for those farmers who had to
go through mediation.
As we are talking about small business, I want to talk
about the work my office has done in the last month or
so in surveying many small businesses through the
Colac and Bellarine region in relation to the impact of
the two new gazetted holidays, particularly and
specifically the grand final eve holiday. It is interesting
to note that from the 1400 survey forms we sent out to
small businesses in the Bellarine, the greatest response
was that they did not support the public holiday. In the
few minutes I have left I would like to refer to some of
the comments that came back in those surveys:
Costs of paying employees and loss of income — we are a
24/7 business. I believe in some holidays but not for football.
Disruption of work progress as my subcontractors are all
union affiliated and won’t work on public holidays unless
they are paid 2.5 times normal rates.
It will cost us approximately $2000 to $3000 in lost revenue
plus wages.
This, along with other public holidays hugely impact on cash
flow.
Having to cut staff back as I can’t afford to pay wages, or
close for the day.
The actual date falls on our National Works and Engineering
Conference — this will affect all of our suppliers, sponsors
and delegates …
We work long hours every week, we now also have to work
the public holidays as the staff want the holiday and also if
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they were to work, the double-time-and-a-half pay is not
worth opening.
The loss of revenue in both my stores on the Bellarine and
wages will cost the business in excess of $6000.
High cost of wages, no scheduled deliveries of goods, no
service providers — everyone else will have a holiday at great
expense to the economy and the frustration of the hospitality
industry …
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than 95 per cent of the businesses that returned those
surveys said that they did not support the public
holiday. I could not exactly say that the other more than
4 per cent supported it — many of them said that it just
did not affect them because they were a single operator
or something so they did not have additional wages to
pay and therefore they would just continue to operate as
normal.

We will lose in excess of $25 000 in lost production plus we
will pay out $5500 plus WorkCover, payroll tax et cetera in
wages.

Some of the responses that came back to me via that
survey include:

The business will close — we will have to pay our three
full-time staff for the day and another two casual employees
won’t be given the opportunity to work on Friday, 2 October.

Why does Labor insist on making it impossible for small
business to operate at our busiest times?

It will be tough to make up the lost income to our
company — Andrews has no idea what is going on in small
business.
We will close for the day to avoid paying penalty rates but
will still most likely have to pay overtime rates on days prior
to get all jobs out.

It is all about the costs of paying employees and lost
income — I could go on and on. In Bannockburn where
I did a shop walk the story was the same. Many of those
businesses are family owned and have small numbers
of employees, but unfortunately those families will not
be employing those employees on that day. They will
be bringing in alternative staff members — that is,
grandparents and children. Unfortunately the staff miss
out, so the holiday had a significant impact on the
Bellarine — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Ramsay’s time has expired.

Victorian small business commissioner:
report 2014–15
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I also rise to
speak on the report of the Victorian small business
commissioner. I think the small business commissioner
is doing a fantastic job. As Mr Ramsay just outlined,
the small business commissioner’s role is about
resolving business disputes. There has been obviously
quite an increase in the office’s workload, with a 41 per
cent increase in mediations. In fact the small business
commissioner might find he has a little bit more
mediation work to do in the next 12 months because the
small business community is certainly in dispute with
the Andrews Labor government over the grand final
eve public holiday.
I surveyed businesses in the Shepparton Assembly
electorate and asked them if they supported the public
holiday. The result was an overwhelming no. More

I think that is a good point. People were really angry.
People do not think that we need an additional public
holiday in this state, and they were really angry that it
was on a Friday, which is the busiest trading day of the
week. Another comment was:
I have had about enough. I am seriously thinking of closing
the door.

Another trader said:
The loss alone is in excess of $10 000 — do I need to say
more?

One survey respondent said:
We look after clients all over Australia. The AFL Friday will
prevent us from assisting and servicing clients outside
Victoria. It is a day of lost productivity for no good reason.
An added expense to our business with no return.

Other comments include:
The economy is tough enough without increasing the number
of public holidays which will affect small businesses.

And the last one I will quote from the survey responses
is:
We will lose money and business too. And because of loss of
business we will lose employees too. And after that they will
have all the holidays they want.

A retailer from Shepparton contacted me via Facebook
over the weekend and said:
Wendy, when next in Parliament please express my and many
other small business owners utter disgust at the Andrews
government’s decision to grant the Friday holiday before the
grand final.
As a fashion retailer I could not have asked for better weather
to create sales and ultimately money in my cash register.
Due to penalty rates on wages, shoppers unsurety as to what
shops would be open, trade today was appalling.
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I run a successful business, trading for 49 years, I don’t think
we have ever lost money by choosing to open our doors as we
did today.

These are disgraceful results. I have since run another
survey of the mall traders who opened on the grand
final holiday to ask them whether it was worth it, and
the overwhelming response to that was, ‘No, it was not
worth it. We lost money’. I asked them whether they
would open again next year and the majority of them
said that they would not open again next year. They are
definitely saying that we have too many public holidays
and that this one should be scrapped. A comment on
one of the surveys says:
Fewer foot traffic due to people staying home. Banks closed,
directly affected sales between 80–90 per cent less!!
Completely unneeded holiday, as it is not anything even
important!

Another comment states:
Could not have staff so I had to work and we lost in sales
about $2000. Thanks.

A third one stated that gross profit was down from
$3200 to $237, which is a loss of $2963, but overheads
increased as normal. Penalties paid for staff
volunteering to work cost $800. They would normally
have six staff but they had four staff, but it was a
$3763 cost to that business. These are direct losses to
the owners of the businesses. This comes right off their
bottom line. It affects their profits, so that family had
$3763 less coming into the household for the week, and
many others were even worse off, as I quoted, with one
having $10 000 in losses. The government should listen
to small business and next year it should scrap the
Grand Final Friday public holiday.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Max Parkinson Lodge
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing, and it is regarding the
Max Parkinson Lodge in Wangaratta and a possible
future partnership between the Department of Health
and Human Services, the Rural City of Wangaratta and
Rural Housing Network Ltd to re-establish the lodge as
an affordable housing option. My request of the
minister is that he commit to working with the Rural
City of Wangaratta and the Rural Housing Network to
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ensure that Max Parkinson Lodge can be refurbished to
house those in greatest need in Wangaratta.
Max Parkinson Lodge is a purpose-built eight-bedroom
residential facility and it was jointly funded by the
Rural City of Wangaratta and the then Department of
Human Services — council provided the land and the
department provided the building. It was built in 1969
and comprises almost 1.4 hectares of land, which backs
onto One Mile Creek.
The facility was operated as St Johns Village until 2000
and later operated as a disability day activity centre. It
has been vacant since 2009, and council has continued
to provide maintenance on the property at a cost of
approximately $12 000 per annum. However, the lodge
is in dire need of investment and major refurbishment
so it can once again be used to house those in greatest
need. I understand that council has been in discussion
with the department regarding the future of Max
Parkinson Lodge, so the minister should be well aware
of the facility and the complications. Council has also
recently been in discussions with the Rural Housing
Network, which has advised that it is interested in
examining the possibility of taking the lodge on under a
lease arrangement. While a potential partnership is still
in its infancy, Rural Housing has stated that because the
current facility is of rooming house design, the lodge
will need to be either demolished and reconstructed or
completely refurbished.
Rural Housing has also advised that it might be possible
for the organisation to put some capital funding into the
building, to allow it to once again be used for housing.
Under the terms of the funding agreement, which has
strict terms about any transfer in ownership of the
property, council is unable to transfer the facility to a
housing association without incurring a financial
penalty. A further complication of the funding
agreement is that the Wangaratta Rural City Council
would be required to pay $351 000 to the director of
housing. This is currently a no-win situation that could
be turned into a win-win situation with a little flexibility
on the government’s behalf. In the meantime there is a
desperate need for affordable housing in Wangaratta,
and it is frustrating to everyone that this facility cannot
be used to assist those in greatest need.
As at June this year, the public housing waiting list for
Wangaratta had 252 families waiting for housing,
including 44 listed for early housing. Any initiatives
that the Victorian government can assist with to reduce
these figures should be given due consideration by the
minister. The Max Parkinson Lodge partnership with
the Rural Housing Network is an initiative that can
provide outcomes to assist those on the waiting list. My
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request of the minister is that he commit to working
with the Rural City of Wangaratta and the Rural
Housing Network to ensure that Max Parkinson Lodge
can be refurbished to house those in greatest need in
Wangaratta.

Pakenham ministerial visit
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade. I ask the
minister to come with me to Pakenham to visit
members of the small business community to discuss
opportunities for growth in the area and also to discuss
any challenges that they are facing. Pakenham is one of
the fastest growing areas within our state. It is currently
home to a population of around 35 000 people, and
according to some projections it will grow over the
coming two decades to a population of over
100 000 people. It is a very young and diverse
population. It provides a wide range of opportunities in
a large number of sectors.
In the retail sector Pakenham is already home to four
Woolworth stores, four Coles, an Aldi, a Mitre 10 and a
range of other very large retail outlets, yet the retail
market in Pakenham is also large enough to provide
opportunities for small businesses. There are hundreds
of small businesses in the retail sector in Pakenham
already, so it is an interesting environment in which to
explore how to support small businesses to take
advantage of opportunities. Clearly there are challenges
in that they are having to compete with very large
businesses. They are having to deal with a lot of
macroeconomic instability, as are small businesses right
around the state and indeed the country. With such
rapid population growth in prospect, there are clearly
lots of opportunities. Of course those opportunities are
not just in retail but also in a whole range of other
sectors, including professional services, education and
the burgeoning health sector.
I look forward to the minister coming to visit. We will
make sure there is a representative sample of small
businesses present and that we canvass fully the wide
range of issues that they wish to raise.

Wednesday, 7 October 2015

with development, particularly new products, services
and innovations. Mr Lancaster has written to me
indicating that he has previously written to the Premier,
who is also his local member in the Assembly seat of
Mulgrave, seeking advice with respect to the
government’s programs for innovation, and that
correspondence to the Premier has gone unanswered.
He is particularly disappointed that his local member,
the Premier, has not responded, but more particularly
he is concerned at the apparent lack of innovation
programs the Victorian government now has to support
innovative Victorian businesses.
Mr Lancaster writes that he thought the voucher
program that was sponsored by the previous
government was an important way to support
innovation and development in small business in this
state and he was disappointed to be advised by the
Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources that that program, along with
all the other programs of the previous government, has
been halted and no new programs have been put in
place. That was the most recent advice that
Mr Lancaster had from the department in the absence
of any response from his local member, the Premier.
Therefore on behalf of Mr Lancaster I ask the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade whether he
can advise Mr Lancaster of what current innovation
programs the government has in place, given that it has
stopped the voucher program and other innovation
programs that were in existence under the previous
government, so that Mr Lancaster can get on with the
development of his business. In his correspondence he
says it is ridiculous that those programs have been
cancelled and that we could have a $1 billion a year
new business but he cannot get a hand to even get
started. That highlights his frustration at the lack of
clarity from the government as to its programs.
I ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade to have his department contact Mr Lancaster at
eHat Systems and advise him of the current suite of
innovation programs available to support small
business in Victoria.

Warrnambool ministerial visit
Small business innovation programs
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I raise for the attention of the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade a matter that
relates to representations I have received from Mr Terry
Lancaster of eHat Systems seeking advice from the
government with respect to the Victorian government’s
innovation programs to support and assist businesses

Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Training and Skills. The action I seek from the
minister is for him to visit Warrnambool in my
electorate to see firsthand the issues facing the
south-west, in particular the high youth unemployment
rate, and to discuss what actions the Andrews
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government can take to improve job opportunities for
all Victorians.
Western Victoria is a vast region which takes in large
regional towns, including Warrnambool, and the
slightly smaller towns of Portland and Hamilton.
Unemployment and school attainment is of great
concern to many community members. In the
south-west region unemployment under the previous
government skyrocketed. Sadly as a result we are now
facing extremely high unemployment rates. In fact
youth unemployment has risen above 20 per cent. The
south-west region has very low education attainment
rates which, coupled with high rates of teen pregnancy,
risks seeing the unemployment rate continue to be an
outlying figure in comparison to the rest of the state.
I strongly believe it is the role of government to support
those who are the most disadvantaged and not abandon
them and make things more difficult by limiting their
opportunities, as was the practice of the previous
government. I look forward to the minister visiting
Warrnambool with me to discuss this very important
matter further.

Witness assistance service staff
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Attorney-General. It
relates to recent reports in the Age and some
information about the same topic that has come to me
from other sources regarding three witness assistance
service staff of the Office of Public Prosecutions who
have been stood down. By way of background, the
witness assistance service staff employed by the Office
of Public Prosecutions do some very challenging work
assisting victims of crime through the court process.
They help witnesses who are dealing with the courts
and the justice system to navigate their way through
their obligations, their challenges and the stress that
sometimes can be caused as a result of being caught up
in that process.
Three of these staff prepared a submission to the Royal
Commission into Family Violence drawing on their
many years of experience in dealing with matters that
are pertinent to the royal commission’s terms of
reference. They did so on a confidential basis and made
what have been reported as common-sense
recommendations that were not disparaging to their
employer or to others but merely brought attention to
their front-line experience in dealing with some of these
issues.
These three staff have been stood down and charged
with breaches of the code of conduct for Victorian
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public sector employees, and this has caused them, as I
understand it, a great deal of distress. I note the
comments of the secretary of Police Association
Victoria, Ron Iddles, who is reported in the Age today
as saying:
Our members have had a lot to do with these women over the
years, particularly detectives from the homicide squad and
major collisions, and they provide great support for victims
and witnesses under extremely difficult circumstances.
I can’t believe this can’t be worked out, instead of standing
these women down.

I think Ron Iddles has summarised the issue quite well.
I ask the Attorney-General to investigate this matter to
see what he can do to resolve it. On the face of it and
from the facts that are available in the public domain
this seems to be a peculiar situation. I think it would be
in the interests of everyone if it could be resolved as
soon as possible.

Morwell tech school
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The matter I wish
to raise this evening is for the Minister for Education,
Mr Merlino. It follows a visit I paid on Monday,
28 September, to the Knox Innovation Opportunity and
Sustainability Centre, or KIOSC as it is known. It is the
overall blueprint for the tech schools which have been
announced and are being delivered as part of the
Andrews government commitment to improving
education and as part of an overall record spend on
education and educational opportunities across
Victoria.
It is a matter of significant importance that Gippsland
will be receiving one of these 10 pilot schools, and I
have been pleased to participate in a number of
consultative meetings with the community and
stakeholders around how the tech school should look.
Having seen firsthand the project offerings, the course
delivery and the various priorities that have been
generated at KIOSC in Wantirna, I ask that the minister
give consideration to allowing additional funding, as
required, so that the technological and programmatic
options can be made available for the tech school in
Morwell as and when it is completed and to ensure that
students from Gippsland are best able to access the
same educational opportunities as their counterparts in
peri-urban and suburban Melbourne to ensure that they,
too, have the future opportunities for growth and
development across further vocational study and/or
practical trade options.
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Western Victoria Region tourism
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. Western Victoria is a region with some unique
Indigenous attributes that have the potential to be major
drivers of tourism in the region. I would like to draw
attention to two in particular, both being in the
Gunditjmara region.
The first is Tower Hill, which is an extinct volcanic
crater formed some 20 000 years ago. In that area you
can undertake some self-guided walking trails with
different themes. It has a historic centre which was
designed by noted architect Robin Boyd. Tower Hill
was the first national park in Victoria, after having been
saved from clearing and made a public park in 1866. It
has been replanted and now has an Indigenous garden
in the area, and the Indigenous Gunditjmara group who
look after it will do traditional Aboriginal food from the
plantings they have and from some of the other areas of
western Victoria.
The second is the Lake Condah area. Budj Bim has the
oldest aquaculture system in the world. It is some
8000 years old. It was probably the first settled area of
Aborigines in Australia. They designed a system where
the eels would be trapped in the waterways and they
would then harvest them over the coming year. Many
of the stone huts that were built still exist, as does the
aquaculture system that was in existence at the time. As
I said, that is 8000 years old. The Gunditjmara group
has retained Budj Bim and started to redevelop some of
these areas. At the moment it is difficult to get into that
area without the permission of the traditional owners,
even though they are quite receptive to people visiting.
I ask the minister to take the train to Warrnambool and
then join me in visiting and viewing these unique
attractions to consider how we can further develop
them as major tourist drivers for our region.

Public holidays
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, and I ask the
minister to commit to abandoning any future grand
final parade public holidays due to the impact the
holiday has on small businesses right across the state.
Labor undertook a regulatory impact statement (RIS),
and the RIS paints a very clear picture of the significant
economic burden that this new holiday creates. The RIS
says that:
Overall, the estimated costs of the new public holidays
outweigh the quantified benefits …
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The statement goes on to try to quantify those benefits.
The cost in terms of lost production is $898 million and
the cost of increased wage payments is up to
$286 million. It goes on to say that employers will
initially bear the costs of additional wages and weaker
demand. However, the increase in wages will be passed
on to consumers in the form of higher prices for goods
and services — clearly everybody loses under this
policy. The RIS does say that there are benefits from
accrued leisure time, but that ranges from $156 million
to $312 million a year, which is clearly a lot less than
the massive cost burden of the holiday, particularly on
small businesses in the state.
I have surveyed many people in my electorate,
particularly in the Eltham area, and today I tabled a
petition with over 330 signatures from the people in the
Eltham area saying that they did not think that this
public holiday was a good idea and it should not be
continued. I have also surveyed thousands of small
businesses in the Eltham area, and 98 per cent support
the non-continuation of this holiday. The terms they
have used include ‘popularist’, ‘inconvenient’, ‘no
consultation’, ‘increased costs’, ‘less staff’, ‘fewer
hours’, ‘surcharges’, ‘penalty rates’ and ‘closed doors’.
Those are the strong messages from small business
owners in Eltham.
I quote one small business owner who, in response to
the survey, said:
It is already hard enough to maintain a cost-effective business
paying penalty rates to staff. This decision will affect our cash
flow and ability to run a successful business. This is yet
another burden put onto small businesses who already
struggle with increasing costs and staff entitlements. This has
now given reason for another disincentive to run your own
small business.

Clearly this is a government that is driving small
business out of business because of the costs it is
imposing on them. This policy of the Labor Party is
having a dramatic impact. I implore the minister to
listen to Victorians, particularly those in the Eltham
area and those who are small business owners in that
area, and acknowledge that without a holiday the grand
final parade has attracted tens of thousands of
Victorians each and every year for the last 38 years. We
do not need more public holidays, particularly ones that
make Victoria and Victorians worse off.

Men’s sheds
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Families and Children, Jenny Mikakos, and I take
licence to compliment her on the great job she is doing.
The matter pertains to a visit I made last week to the
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Waterford Park retirement village in Knoxfield, which
is a great facility — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — To answer the interjections, I did
not feel like leaving. It is a great facility. There are
some men and women there who have set up a men’s
shed where they produce some great wooden toys for
charities and a number of other things, and they really
enjoy the activity that brings them. The action I seek
from the minister is for her to ask her staff to let me
know of any future improvement grants that may be
directed towards men’s sheds.

Murray Basin rail project
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport and relates to the Andrews
government’s now apparent reliance on the federal
government to fund the Murray Basin rail project. Back
in February the Andrews government misled regional
Victorians by reannouncing the Murray Basin rail
project, suggesting new money was being pumped into
regional Victoria. By reannouncing the
Liberal-Nationals coalition’s Murray Basin rail project
as its own, the Andrews government tried to hoodwink
regional Victoria.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes, I thought Ms Shing would
like the pun. Labor’s contribution to the Murray Basin
rail project is absolutely nought — no dollars. The
project was already funded in the 2014–15 budget by
the coalition from the proceeds of the Rural Finance
Corporation sale. The Andrews government again
misled country communities by reannouncing the new
$200 million from the Rural Finance Corporation’s sale
as new money for regional Victoria when we know it
was not. All the government announced was a
$416 million option for the Murray Basin rail project. It
has not put one cent into the project, and it is now
relying on the federal government to pick up the tab.
The government has plenty of form for announcing
projects by using already allocated budget expenditure
or getting private enterprise to fully fund infrastructure,
and I refer to the western distributor with Transurban.
The coalition government committed the full proceeds
of the sale of the Rural Finance Corporation of
$420 million to regional Victoria infrastructure. Some
$220 million was allocated in the budget for the Murray
Basin rail project and $200 million to other regional
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infrastructure projects. That was all previous
government money.
The Andrews government needs to commit to the
complete Murray Basin rail project. Without a full
commitment to this project, the government is selling
regional Victoria short. The scope of this project
designed by the coalition included upgrades to the
Mildura to Maryborough and Murtoa to Hopetoun rail
lines and full track standardisation between Mildura
and Geelong. This project is vital for Victoria’s western
and northern regions, by enabling higher axle loadings
and reducing travel times for freight. With over
$3 billion worth of food products and mineral resources
exported from the Murray Basin each year, the coalition
made this vital investment in upgrading the freight rail
track in regional Victoria. Instead of relying on funding
from the federal government the minister should be
lobbying her state colleagues to fully fund this
important infrastructure.
The action I seek from the minister is for the
government to fully commit the $420 million to fund
the Murray Basin rail project and not play games with
the federal government — one-upmanship that will no
doubt delay this very important project for regional
Victoria.

Drought assistance
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Agriculture. Many of us are aware that the recent hot
weather, coupled with reduced rainfall and subsoil
moisture at a critical stage of crop growth, has
substantially impacted the crops of farmers in northern
Victoria. The full impact of the hot weather will
become clearer by the end of this week or next week.
However, some farmers are looking at a second poor
season in a row, exacerbating the impact of these dry
conditions. The Bureau of Meteorology declared earlier
this year that the conditions were present for an El Niño
forming, bringing drier than average spring seasons and
warmer daytime temperatures. This is very worrying
for those on the land and the communities they are
connected to.
I understand that information and support is being
provided to farmers on how to manage dry seasonal
conditions, including the responsible management of
livestock. Workshops have been held throughout the
season supporting farmers to make the best possible
decisions about how to manage the dry conditions. I
know the minister is working with the commonwealth
to ensure that the range of commonwealth programs for
drought assistance continue to be delivered to those
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most in need. We encourage farmers in financial
distress to seek support, including the commonwealth
Farm Household Allowance. The Rural Financial
Counselling Service is also available to provide support
to farmers in stress, and it can assist with accessing the
range of services available.
The action I seek is that the minister visit my region to
hear from farmers about the situations they are facing,
their experiences relating to the existing supports and
their ideas on what role they see the government may
have going forward.

Wonthaggi hospital
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Health, Jill
Hennessy, and it is in regard to the Wonthaggi hospital.
I recently visited the hospital and met with Bass Coast
Health CEO Veronica Jamison and board member
Peter Laydon, who showed me the hospital’s master
plan, which requires in the vicinity of $200 million to
upgrade the hospital to a subregional standard. Stage 1
of this plan was completed in 2014 by Mr Davis as
health minister and the coalition government, with a
new state-of-the art facility provided for allied health
and dental services for the community.
Before last year’s election the coalition government
committed another $25 million to fund the expansion of
the rehabilitation and community health services. I
visited the building, and unfortunately it is substandard.
It was built in 1920, before the Second World War. The
services provided in the facility include family
counselling, and it often helps to support the vulnerable
and disadvantaged. Whilst the care is excellent, the
environment in which the service operates is far from
perfect.
Bass Coast is a growth area. Its normal population is
around 35 000 people, but during the summer period
and at holiday time it is up to 100 000 people. The
current hospital’s 24-hour emergency department is
situated at the back of the building, so people have to
navigate their way through to get to the emergency
department, and I have done that with my son.
I have said before that the care by the staff is fantastic
and of a high quality, but the building and infrastructure
is in need of attention. Also of concern is the healthcare
provider’s Armitage House, a 30-bed nursing home on
the same site as the hospital. The four beds to a room
set-up in most of the rooms is far from ideal, and it is in
need of attention in order to be sustainable going
forward. Whilst the care given is of the highest quality,
the layout of the building means that the overall service
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provided to the community is unsustainable in its
current form. It is vital that this government support the
Wonthaggi hospital’s strategic plan, which is in stages,
to ensure better health options for people living in and
visiting the Bass Coast area. Therefore I request that the
minister meet with the hospital’s CEO and board to see
for herself the current infrastructure and to discuss
future funding opportunities.

Local government legislation review
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Local Government. The minister has
launched a review of the Local Government Act 1989.
The coalition welcomes the general review of the act
but expresses extreme concern about some aspects of it.
I draw the chamber’s attention to the discussion paper
that has been released, particularly chapter 3, and I
draw particular attention to page 32. At table 2 it lays
out the voting franchise for local government in some
detail, noting that the City of Melbourne has a slightly
different franchise.
One of the issues that is directly canvassed, and perhaps
the highlight of the page, is the example given:
The Queensland council franchise, like state and
commonwealth Parliaments, confers no additional voting
entitlement on property ownership.

The question is posed — and this is an area where the
Labor Party has form, given its activities back in the
1980s:
Should only voters on the state roll be entitled to vote at
council elections?

This is going to significantly upset many small business
owners and small property owners across the state.
They have significant investments in particular council
areas, and on the principle of no taxation without
representation they ought to be entitled to have a vote.
We seek from the minister a commitment that this will
not be part of the government’s review and will not be
part of any new legislation that comes forward, because
this would strike very much at the heart of small
business. We already have an anti-small business
government. Daniel Andrews as Premier has been
targeting small business, most recently on the grand
final eve public holiday. I think his phrase was, ‘These
were just business types who were complaining and
whingeing’. He is dismissive and arrogant, and he does
not understand small business.
Small businesses are part of local communities,
investing locally and providing local jobs. Property and
business investment of course is also relatively illiquid
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and cannot easily be moved should a hostile local
council be elected. The disenfranchisement of business
ratepayers would remove a current restraint on councils
seeking to jack up business rates, and we have seen
examples of this around the state in recent times,
including at Monash City Council, with 11 per cent in
one year, which is far too much.
Local government voting is in fact different from
voting in state and federal elections, for while
every — —
Ms Shing — Are you reading?
Mr DAVIS — I am reading my notes. While
everyone is affected by the outcome of state and federal
elections, a vote in another municipality in which you
can have no say could have adverse effects on your
property or business. The Minister for Local
Government needs to rule out the implementation of
this tampering with the business franchise — with the
franchise for local government elections. It is
antibusiness. Taxation without representation is where
this government is heading, and I ask the minister to
rule it out absolutely.

Grange Road, Carnegie, pedestrian crossing
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. It is an issue that has been raised with me by a
constituent concerning the intersection of Grange Road
and Oakleigh Road in Carnegie. This is an extremely
busy crossroad, and it is an issue that I understand has
been raised before with different levels of government.
The resident who raised this with me is very concerned
about people attempting to cross here. I will use his
words from the letter he sent to me:
There is a kindergarten directly across Grange Road, not to
mention schools and childcare centres, all of which have
families that live across Grange Road. For anyone with
mobility issues, be it disabled, elderly pensioner or young
children, this is an almost impossible place to cross. I am
aware that there are crossings at Glen Huntly Primary School
and North Road; however, when mobility is an issue these are
much too far away.

He went on to say that he thinks a set of traffic lights or
possibly a pedestrian crossing is needed at this
intersection. While we were standing there we saw a
good example of the problem in practice. The road was
very busy, with traffic whizzing by, and people
eventually attempted quite an unsafe dash across the
road, both in cars or on foot. You can see exactly how
accidents happen.
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I understand that this is a designated black spot. I am
also told that there is no real consensus as to what the
solution is. I am seeking some advice from the minister
about any existing assessments of this intersection and
how it might be fixed. I am also seeking some advice
on what is the most appropriate response to enable safe
crossing on foot at this intersection and what the time
frame may be for any action.

Sunbury community
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Premier. On
7 November last year the then opposition shadow
Minister for Local Government, Richard Wynne, said
of the separation of Sunbury from the City of Hume:
… the separation has been gazetted … and the matter has
been finalised.

The then candidate for the Assembly seat of Sunbury,
now the member for Sunbury, Josh Bull, said on
17 November 2014 that he supported Sunbury out of
Hume, but by all indications, that was not the case at
all. This government has gone to extraordinary lengths
to frustrate the separation, to keep Sunbury in Hume
and to break its pre-election promise to the people of
Sunbury.
Despite my best efforts to have the roundabout at the
corner of Gap Road and Horne Street in Sunbury
removed and replaced with traffic lights, the
government has responded with nothing but indecision.
I cannot get an answer out of the minister on this
particularly dangerous intersection. It is endangering
the lives and safety of local people. Every day when I
go through it I consider myself very lucky to succeed.
Labor promised the people of Sunbury that when the
electrification of the Sunbury line was complete, the
people of Sunbury would be able to keep the V/Line
services that serviced their community. Not only is the
government preparing to back away from that promise
but the people of Sunbury now face fines of up to $500
for daring to board a V/Line train.
My attempt to have Sunbury Road duplicated has been
dismissed out of hand. Of course this road is very
dangerous, and congestion on it is quite horrendous at
times.
The reason I bring these matters to the attention of the
Premier is to ask him this: to stop the war on Sunbury.
This government is kicking Sunbury from pillar to post,
and it must stop. I ask the Premier, plead with the
Premier if I must, to direct his ministers to stop the war
on Sunbury and to give the people of Sunbury a fair go.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I rule that out as an
adjournment item. To call on the Premier to stop the
war on a suburb is just not an adjournment matter that
the minister is required to respond to.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, you are
denying me as an elected member of Parliament the
right to represent my constituents in this place to the
Premier.
Ms Mikakos — No, it is about following the rules
of the adjournment debate.
Mr Ondarchie — You’re not the President!
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos is not the
President, but I will take up exactly what she said. It is
about following the rules of the adjournment debate,
which Mr Finn is actually more conversant with than
most. He has got it on the record. He can represent his
community as much as he likes. But it is not a proper
matter for the adjournment debate, and Mr Finn knows
it.
Mr Finn — I do not believe that.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn cannot
possibly make the comment, ‘Stop the war on
Sunbury’. It is rhetoric. It is not a question.
Mr Finn — It is representation.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is not a question.

Country football and netball program
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I was hoping the
Minister for Sport could stop the war on footy, but I
will not say that. My adjournment matter is for the
Minister for Sport, and it has to do with the country
football and netball program. Most ministers would
now be in the advanced stages of proposing budgets for
their portfolios for the 2015–16 year. I suppose they are
going through their various processes to work out with
Treasury what will be in and out of next year’s budget,
so the timing of my request that the Minister for Sport
reinstate in the next three years of the budget the
country football and netball program is important. This
program was a Labor Party initiative many years ago. It
was taken to another level of investment by the
coalition during its four years. It was left out of the
budget in May this year but was announced with all the
other announcements, even though there is no mention
of the country football and netball program within the
budget.
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The minister was recently in Bendigo to open a facility
that the coalition funded while I was the minister. I
caught the last bit of the minister on television talking
to the listening and viewing audience about how this
program is critically important to country football and
netball clubs. I call on the minister to start negotiations,
because whilst this program is predominantly funded
by the state, it also receives funding from the AFL, the
AFL Victoria country division and Netball Victoria.
These parties are all keen to engage in ongoing
arrangements, but they need to get their own
contributions for the next three years put into their own
budgets.
I call on the Minister for Sport to recommit to this
program which has been in place for well over 10 years
now — it was taken out of the last budget but is still
going on a one-year arrangement — and give the
various football and netball clubs around the state the
comfort of knowing that there is a program out there
specifically for them, as there has been for well over
10 years now. I call on the minister to either come clean
and tell Victorians that the government is going to
abolish this program so that clubs can look elsewhere
for their funding or reinstate it in the next three budgets
and their respective out years.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum makes a
good point. He could well have said, ‘Stop the war on
football’, Ms Wooldridge could have said, ‘Stop the
war on small business’ and someone else could have
said, ‘Stop the war on hospitals’. Members know what
the form of the adjournment debate is, and I think that
was pretty inappropriate.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Thank you very much, President, and I
thank you for your earlier ruling.
I received a number of adjournment matters this
evening: from Ms Lovell for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing; from Mr Mulino for the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade;
from Mr Rich-Phillips for the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation, and Trade; from Ms Tierney for
the Minister for Training and Skills; from
Mr O’Donohue for the Attorney-General — and I
understand that matter has been resolved.
I received adjournment matters from Ms Shing for the
Minister for Education; from Mr Purcell for the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events; from
Ms Wooldridge for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation, and Trade, and I note Mr Drum suggested
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that it may now be coalition policy to scrap the grand
final public holiday — I am not sure what the status of
that is.
I received adjournment matters from Mr Ramsay for
the Minister for Public Transport; from Ms Symes for
the Minister for Agriculture; from Ms Bath for the
Minister for Health; from Mr Davis for the Minister for
Local Government; from Ms Fitzherbert for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety; and from
Mr Drum for the Minister for Sport.
I will direct all those adjournment matters to the
relevant ministers for response.
Mr Leane raised a matter with me, and I propose to
discharge that matter this evening. Mr Leane referred to
his recent visit to the Waterford Park retirement village
in Knoxfield and his meeting with passionate
individuals at that centre. Mr Leane particularly
requested that I advise him as to the details of any
future men’s shed funding rounds. Mr Leane is a
passionate advocate for his electorate and in particular
men’s sheds.
I can advise Mr Leane that our government is
committed to men’s sheds. Last month 15 organisations
from right across the state received grants to establish
new men’s sheds. This is a great initiative which
enables men of all ages to participate in activities that
not only enable them to acquire new skills they may not
otherwise acquire but also provides them with a social
outlet and an opportunity to bond socially and perhaps
discuss issues amongst themselves that they may not be
comfortable discussing with their families.
I know that for men who are socially isolated in our
community, particularly in regional communities but
also in metropolitan parts of Melbourne, men’s sheds
provide very important social support. We are
committed to funding further men’s sheds, and I can
advise Mr Leane and other members that there will be a
further funding round for men’s sheds this financial
year. I would be very happy to advise the member of
further details of that funding round once those details
are confirmed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On that basis, the
house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.25 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Firearms
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Minister for Training and Skills
17 September 2015

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Thank you for your question and ongoing interest in the Police and Corrections Portfolio.
I am advised by the Minister for Police and Corrections that yes, the Federal Minister for Justice, Mr Michael
Keenan, initiated contact with the Minister for Police, via telephone, regarding the Adler lever action shotgun.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
No, I am advised that the Minister for Police did not initiate contact with the Federal Minister for Justice regarding
the Adler lever action shotgun.

PrimeSafe board
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Drum
Minister for Agriculture
6 October 2015

RESPONSE:
The requirements for appointing members to PrimeSafe are prescribed in the Meat Industry Act 1993. Section 48
of the Act provides for PrimeSafe to consist of at least eight and not more than 10 members appointed by the
Minister: of whom one is the chairperson; two may be appointed after the Minister has taken into account the
balance of areas of expertise held by the members of PrimeSafe appointed under Section 48(2)(d) of the Act; and
seven are persons with expertise in specified areas to be appointed after the Minister has considered any
recommendation of the Selection Committee.
As required under the Act, the Selection Committee comprised the PrimeSafe Chairperson and four members
nominated by industry (seafood, meat processing, livestock producers and poultry processing industries). A
recruitment agency was engaged to assist with the process of identifying candidates to be interviewed by the
Selection Committee.
As with most appointments to Victorian Government boards, my recommendations pursuant to the Act were
considered and endorsed by Cabinet. The PrimeSafe board appointments fulfil the requirements of the Act and the
Government’s commitment to gender balance on boards. I did not consider it necessary to remove myself from the
process.
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Thursday, 8 October 2015
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
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broken promise and allow students attending government
schools to attend SRI during school hours, as has been the
case in Victoria for decades.

By Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan)
(65 signatures).

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Laid on table.

Voting procedures
The PRESIDENT — Order! Yesterday the Deputy
President referred to me a matter that had been raised
by way of a point of order by David Davis in respect of
resolving a question in the house. Mr Davis raised a
point of order following the resolution of the house in
relation to Mr Ramsay’s motion on the Warrnambool to
Geelong rail service. Mr Davis raised a point of order
querying the manner in which the Chair put the ayes
and noes and the way she resolved the question in
favour of the ayes.
The point of order made by Mr Davis is correct in that
the Chair inadvertently missed a step in the process of
resolving the question. The Chair put the question ‘that
the motion be agreed to’ by asking those in favour to
say aye. The Chair then asked those against to say no.
The Chair subsequently declared the motion carried on
the basis of the voices, without first advising the house
that in the Chair’s opinion ‘the ayes have it’, as
prescribed by standing order 16.01.
However, it would appear that the chamber agreed with
the Chair’s opinion that the motion was carried, as
no-one sought a division. Mr Davis, a little later, raised
a point of order about the procedure, which as I say was
a correct point of order, but Mr Davis did not seek the
question to be put again on that occasion, nor did any
other member of the house. As I have indicated, the
lack of that statement was inadvertent, but I do not
believe it affected the carriage of the resolution.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of the residents in Victoria draw to the attention
of the house that the government has scrapped voluntary
special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian government
schools during school hours. Prior to the last election, Daniel
Andrews and Labor said they would not scrap SRI during
school hours in Victorian government schools. Daniel
Andrews and James Merlino have announced that as of next
year they will break this promise.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government reverses its

Beaconsfield Parade and Beach Road truck
curfew
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the Andrews
government to place a 24-hour curfew on large trucks
(excluding local delivery trucks) that are using Beaconsfield
Parade and Beach Road as a thoroughfare to the port of
Melbourne.

By Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan)
(866 signatures).
Laid on table.

Grand Final Friday
To the Honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note the harmful impacts of
the decision by the Daniel Andrews Labor government to
declare new public holidays in Victoria.
At a time of high and rising unemployment and when many
businesses are already doing it tough, Daniel Andrews has
imposed a major new cost that will see many businesses close
their doors for the day, employees lose much-needed shifts
and inflict significant damage on our state’s economy.
The Andrews government’s own assessment of the grand
final eve parade public holiday put the cost of the holiday to
Victoria at up to $898 million per year with additional salary
costs.
The impact of these additional costs will not be restricted to
businesses, with local government and hospitals also affected
leaving ratepayers and the community to foot the bill.
We therefore call on the Daniel Andrews Labor government
to reverse its decision to impose the grand final eve public
holiday.

By Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(118 signatures).
Laid on table.
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VICTORIAN COMPETITION AND
EFFICIENCY COMMISSION
Report 2014–15
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State), by leave,
presented report.
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OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC ADVOCATE
Report 2014–15
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills),
by leave, presented report.
Laid on table.

Laid on table.

INSPECTOR-GENERAL FOR
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
Victorian bushfires royal commission progress
report

ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT
COMMITTEE
Victorian oversight agencies 2013–14
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) presented report,
including appendices.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade), by leave, presented report.

Laid on table.

Laid on table.

Ordered that report be published.

Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan).

CONSUMER UTILITIES ADVOCACY
CENTRE
Report 2014–15
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade), by leave, presented report.
Laid on table.

POLICE REGISTRATION AND SERVICES
BOARD
Report 2014–15
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills),
by leave, presented report.
Laid on table.

VICTORIA LAW FOUNDATION
Report 2014–15
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills),
by leave, presented report.

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

This report is part of the committee’s legislative
reporting requirement. The report examines the
2013–14 annual reports of the Ombudsman, Freedom
of Information Commissioner and Victorian
Inspectorate. The report covers matters raised in the last
financial year, and not developments during 2014–15,
which will be the subject of the committee’s next
report, expected to be tabled by the end of the year.
Building on recommendations from a former report, the
committee makes eight recommendations to the
government in this report, including allowing
complaints and referrals to the Ombudsman’s office to
be made by means other than writing; developing a
seamless one-stop shop framework to provide a single
point of entry for people seeking to make a complaint
about a public body to make it easier for the public;
reviewing legislative requirements relating to protected
disclosure cases in the Ombudsman Act 1973; ensuring
more detailed reporting on the time taken by the FOI
commissioner to undertake FOI reviews; calling for
greater transparency, with the FOI commissioner’s
financial statements to be included in the annual report;
and supporting the continuation of the FOI practitioners
forum and the development of training in alternative
dispute resolution techniques relating to FOI requests.

Laid on table.
I would like to thank the other committee members:
from the lower house, the chair, Mr Angus, the member
for Forest Hill; Mr Gidley, the member for Mount
Waverley; Mr Staikos, the member for Bentleigh; and
Ms Thomson, the member for Footscray; and my
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parliamentary upper house colleagues Ms Bath and
Mr Purcell. I would like to make a special note of
thanks to the very competent secretariat staff: Mr Sean
Coley, Ms Vicky Finn and Mr Matt Newington.
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Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.
Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.
Goulburn Valley Region Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.

Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Accident Compensation Conciliation Services — Report,
2014–15.
Adult Multicultural Education Services — Report, 2014–15.
Adult Parole Board of Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — Report, 2014–15.
Alpine Resorts Co-ordinating Council — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2014–15 report.
Asset Confiscation Operations — Report, 2014–15.
Barwon Region Water Corporation — Report, 2014–15.
Central Gippsland Region Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.
Central Highlands Region Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.

Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.
Greyhound Racing Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Gunaikurnai Traditional Owner Land Management Board —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Harness Racing Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Legal Practitioners’ Liability Committee — Report, 2014–15.
Lower Murray Urban and Rural Water Corporation —
Report, 2014–15.
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — Report, 2014–15.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Returns — June 2015 and Summary of
Variations notified between 23 June and 7 October 2015
(Ordered to be published).
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board — Report,
2014–15.

Coliban Region Water Corporation — Report, 2014–15.

Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development
Committee — Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.

Corangamite Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2014–15.

National Parks Act 1975 — Report on the working of the
Act, 2014–15.

Country Fire Authority — Report, 2014–15.

National Parks Advisory Council — Report, 2014–15.

Dairy Food Safety Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

North East Region Water Corporation — Report, 2014–15.

East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2014–15.

Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development
Committee — Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.

East Gippsland Region Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.

Parks Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Emergency Services Superannuation Board — Report,
2014–15.

Phillip Island Nature Parks — Report, 2014–15.
Phytogene Pty Ltd — Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15
report.

Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority —
Report, 2014–15.

Places Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Environment Protection Authority — Report, 2014–15.

Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management
Authority — Report, 2014–15.

Essential Services Commission — Report, 2014–15.
Fed Square Pty Ltd — Report, 2014–15.
Fisheries Act 1995 — Report on the Disbursement of
Recreational Fishing Licence Revenue from the Recreational
Fishing Licence Trust Account, 2014–15.

Premier and Cabinet Department — Report, 2014–15.
PrimeSafe — Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Public Record Office Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Freedom of Information Commissioner — Report, 2014–15.

Racing Integrity Commissioner — Report, 2014–15 (Ordered
to be published).

Geoffrey Gardiner Dairy Foundation Limited — Report,
2014–15.

Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria) Pty Ltd — Report,
2014–15.
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Rolling Stock (Victoria-VL) Pty Ltd — Report, 2014–15.

Western Region Water Corporation — Report, 2014–15.

Rolling Stock (VL-1) Pty Ltd — Report, 2014–15.

Westernport Region Water Corporation — Report, 2014–15.

Rolling Stock (VL-2) Pty Ltd — Report, 2014–15.

Young Farmers’ Finance Council — Report, 2014–15.

Rolling Stock (VL-3) Pty Ltd — Report, 2014–15.

Youth Parole Board — Report, 2014–15.

Royal Botanic Gardens Board Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Zoological Parks and Gardens Board — Report, 2014–15.

Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
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South Gippsland Region Water Corporation — Report,
2014–15.
State Trustees Ltd — Report, 2014–15.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Legislative Instrument
and related documents under section 16B in respect of the
Revocation of an Area, 14 September 2015, under the Nudity
(Prescribed Areas) Act 1983.
Transport Accident Commission — Report, 2014–15.
Trust for Nature (Victoria) — Report, 2014–15.
V/Line Corporation — Report, 2014–15.
Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria —
Minister’s report of receipt for 2014–15 report.
Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal — Report, 2014–15.
Victoria Legal Aid — Report, 2014–15.
Victoria Police — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Building Authority — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Environmental Water Holder — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission — Report, 2014–15 (Ordered to be published).
Victorian Funds Management Corporation — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Government Purchasing Board — Report,
2014–15.
Victorian Legal Services Board and the Legal Services
Commission — Report, 2014–15 (Ordered to be published).
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Multicultural Commission — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Rail Track — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
VITS Languagelink — Report, 2014–15.
Wannon Region Water Corporation — Report, 2014–15.

Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
20 October 2015.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Grand Final Friday
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I rise to inform the house of
the achievement of the very first successful AFL Grand
Final Friday public holiday. The day was outstanding. I
am happy to take the lack of questions from those
opposite about the day as a reluctant acknowledgement
that Victorians, including many small businesses that
chose to open, had a great day. Victorians from all
across the state came together to spend well-deserved
leisure time with friends, family and loved ones.
Businesses that chose to open cashed in on a roaring
day of trade. David Kramer from Tackleworld in
Cranbourne is just one success story from Grand Final
Friday. Let me read to the chamber an email that David
sent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Can the minister
advise me as to whether he is actually reading that?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, I am.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is fine. I ask the
minister to start at the top, because I had difficulty
hearing it.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I rise to inform the house of
the achievement of the very first successful AFL Grand
Final Friday public holiday. The day was an
outstanding success. I am happy to take the lack of
questions from those opposite about that day as a
reluctant acknowledgement that Victorians, including
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many small businesses that chose to open, had a great
day. Victorians from all across the state came — —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
my understanding of ministers statements is that they
have to be related to new matters. This is something
that happened prior to this sitting day.
Mr DALIDAKIS — On the point of order,
President, under standing order 5.14(7), inserted by
sessional order 2, ministers are able to make a statement
‘of up to 2 minutes per statement, to advise the house of
new government initiatives, projects, and
achievements’. The success of the Grand Final Friday
public holiday was both a new initiative and an
achievement of this government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I must say that I have
some sympathy for the point of order raised by
Mr Ondarchie because the actual event has been the
subject of much discussion in this place and of previous
announcements. Therefore I regard it as a matter that is
not new in the spirit of ministers statements going
forward. I do not know if the minister is able to
somehow tweak his contribution to talk about a new
initiative in the future.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Again, as I say, the standing
order talks about achievement, and given that it was the
first time that the public holiday was held, I was just
getting into quoting comments from small businesses
that had emailed the Premier to thank him for the
achievement of the public holiday. I believe it falls well
within the guidelines for ministers statements under
standing order 5.14.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I suggest that
introducing cheerleader comments as part of a ministers
statement is certainly not part of ministers statement. I
think the minister is on the wrong track in terms of
extolling the virtues of this particular initiative. Unless
the minister can discuss an element of it that is new
going forward, then I would need to conclude the
ministers statement. I certainly do not accept that
third-party endorsements of it are part of a ministers
statement as such.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am happy to talk again about
the achievement of the day, as per the standing order,
and I am happy at the conclusion of my remarks,
should you then choose to believe I have not met the
terms of the standing order in relation to achievement,
for you to make a ruling. But I am only part way
through the statement itself. I am in your hands,
President.
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Mr Ondarchie — On a further point of order,
President, accepting that the minister is both new to the
Parliament and new to his ministerial role, he may
choose to use a members statement to make a
contribution about the grand final parade public
holiday, as opposed to using a ministers statement,
which is designed for new initiatives.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Achievements — projects and
achievements.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is interesting that
Mr Ondarchie raises that point because I was going to
make a suggestion to the minister that he might like to
avail himself of a members statement in terms of this
matter. That would satisfy me better in terms of the
issue going forward.
My understanding of ministers statements under the
standing orders — and I accept what Mr Dalidakis said
about his statement talking about achievements and so
forth — is that they are about new announcements.
They are about new projects and new initiatives going
forward. In this case it is a vexed question because, yes,
this subject is new and is very recent, but it has had a lot
of airplay. I do not know that a review of the day is an
appropriate use of a ministers statement. I will add
Mr Dalidakis’s name to the list for a members
statement.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am happy to take your
advice, President.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has done
me the courtesy of accepting my ruling, so other
members do not need to comment on that. I thank the
minister.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Grand Final Friday
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I rise to inform the house on
the achievement of the very first successful AFL Grand
Final eve public holiday. The day was an outstanding
success, and I note both the lack of questions and the
continued interference in this government’s ability to
talk about its success stories, this time about Victorians
being able to spend Grand Final Friday with friends,
family and loved ones. Better than that, I am happy to
reaffirm this government’s desire to allow businesses to
make decisions for themselves. It is called a free
market, and it means businesses are able to choose
whether they open or close.
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To that end, let me tell the house about David Kramer
from Tackleworld in Cranbourne who chose to write to
the Premier on Grand Final Friday to say:
As a small business owner, I say thanks. Yesterday was a
record day’s trade for a Thursday in October, with so many
families buying fishing gear to go away for the long weekend.
…
We opened at 7.00 a.m. this morning and by 9.00 a.m. we had
a customer count over 100. A normal Friday’s trading would
be less than 5 by 9.00 a.m. The day’s trade was outstanding,
and the extra penalty rates were covered more than tenfold.

This was a fantastic achievement. It was an election
commitment that we delivered in full, and we are proud
on this side of the house to allow small businesses to
determine for themselves whether they choose to open
or close.

Oakleigh Centre
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — Recently I
had the pleasure of visiting the Oakleigh Centre with
Dr Carling-Jenkins to meet with its CEO, Therese
Desmond. The Oakleigh Centre provides a residential
facility as well as operating Oakleigh Centre Industries,
which provides employment opportunities for the
intellectually disabled. This facility provides real
employment opportunities and a quality of life that
would not otherwise be available to these workers. It
was a pleasure to meet Therese, the staff and the
residents and workers at the Oakleigh Centre and see
what a positive impact this facility has on so many
lives.

World Sight Day
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Today is World Sight Day, which is an international
event to raise awareness about avoidable blindness and
vision loss. World Sight Day is run by VISION
2020 — The Right to Sight, a joint global initiative of
the World Health Organisation and the International
Agency for the Prevention of Blindness.
I am proud to stand here to support people who are
blind or who have a visual impairment, and I pay
tribute to the many people who support them. In
particular I pay tribute to the late Fred Hollows, who
was a great Australian. He was a great man who
supported many people around the world who had
visual impairment or blindness.
I am proud also to be an ambassador for Guide Dogs
Victoria. My ambassador dog, Nala, and I promote
independence, mobility and life choices for those who
suffer from blindness or have a visual impairment.
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I take this opportunity on World Sight Day to thank the
board of Guide Dogs Victoria: president Russell
Walker, John Rayner, Bruce Porter, Betty Amsden,
AO, DSJ, Iain Edwards, Graeme Houghton, Sally
Scott, Gary Williams and Charles Thompson, who all
give of their time to support Guide Dogs Victoria. I also
thank Karen Hayes, the chief executive officer, and her
wonderful executive team, the wonderful staff of Guide
Dogs Victoria and the many volunteers and supporters
who together give so much of their time to support
Victorians with blindness or visual impairment.

M80 ring-road upgrade
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the announcement by the government last
week that the M80 ring-road will finally be completed.
The M80 ring-road is Melbourne’s second busiest
freeway, the backbone of Melbourne’s booming
northern and western suburbs, and a gateway to
bordering states. We appreciate the support of the
commonwealth government for this critical project. The
announcement last week about the completion of the
section between Sunshine Avenue and the Calder
Freeway was long overdue. That project was supposed
to commence three years ago but the previous
government decided not to go ahead and complete the
project; instead it diverted the money to the east–west
project.
The announcement by the state government last week
that it will contribute $150 million towards the project,
with a further $150 million coming from the
commonwealth government, is a very welcome one.
Finally we might now have a complete Western Ring
Road with extended additional lanes to fix up the
bottlenecks so that Victorian drivers, particularly in the
western and northern suburbs of Melbourne, will no
longer have to put up with massive traffic deadlocks.
The expression of interest was announced, as I said, and
hopefully by the end of the year we can have a
successful bidder and construction will commence soon
to alleviate traffic congestion in the western suburbs of
Melbourne.

Climate change
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We are
now seeing on our TV screens images that we never
wanted to see but knew that we would see again — that
is, homes being destroyed by bushfires and people
being evacuated. Our thoughts are certainly with those
affected, as well as with the career and volunteer
members of the emergency services. The emergency
services commissioner, Craig Lapsley, said the day
before yesterday that we have not experienced these
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types of temperature-wind speed combinations this
early in the season in the history of Victoria, although
climate scientists have predicted a longer and more
severe fire season coming in light of global warming
for many years prior to this.
Just today we saw a special update of the climate
outlook released by the Bureau of Meteorology due to a
significant shift towards a drier October, November and
December nationwide, so it is pretty clear to me that
climate-related risks are going to be the biggest
challenge we face here in Victoria over the next six
months. What we need to hear from the government,
and in fact from almost every minister across the front
bench, is their response to these climate risks.

Hawthorn Football Club
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
take the opportunity to congratulate the Hawthorn
Football Club — my husband’s preferred team — as
well as Cyril Rioli on his wonderful achievement in
winning the Norm Smith Medal, which was richly
deserved.

Multicultural affairs grants
Mrs PEULICH — The Andrews Labor
government is in need of strong hands and precise
policies to kick goals in the multicultural affairs
portfolio. A champion goal kicker is now required to
resurrect the portfolio from the drumming it has been
receiving under the inept Andrews Labor government.
The failure to implement any immediate measures to
enhance social cohesion and community resilience to
counter violent extremism and the failure to appoint
several Victorian multicultural affairs commissioners,
who are crucial to the success of the Victorian
Multicultural Affairs Commission, should place the
Andrews team as a firm favourite for relegation.
Regrettably, no goals have been kicked in the opening
quarter through Labor’s game plan, the $25 million
social cohesion and resilience fund. Labor’s
$25 million social cohesion and resilience fund,
designed to curb extremism and enhance social
cohesion, is not focused on short-term measures. The
establishment of a ministerial subcommittee or task
force that has committed $4 million to a virtual research
institute may set up shots at goal in the fourth quarter
but there is nothing in the wind for the immediate
future. The government’s game plan is a strategy which
needs revision. Its time frames for initiatives may bear
medium and long-term benefits, but there is no goal in
the wind now, when we need it.
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Other significant failings include changes to grants
programs which have been neither explained nor
promoted, failure to secure terms of reference for the
Royal Commission into Family Violence that actually
involve multicultural communities and many others.

Bushfire preparedness
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to
implore people throughout Gippsland to make sure they
are fire ready at the beginning of what is slated to be a
very difficult season. We have had a very long period
of dry weather, with wind patterns that have enabled
fuel to cure faster than usual. What that has meant
essentially is that we are now facing greater risk to
property, livestock, homes and indeed personal safety
than in previous years. It is fantastic to see that the
Country Fire Authority has been extremely proactive in
enacting the fire safety pledge program and that
volunteers and staff throughout the Gippsland region
are working assiduously to make sure that its fire
training programs are delivered in a timely and
effective way and to make sure that communities are as
fire ready as they can possibly be.
To that end I congratulate everyone who has been
involved in getting ready for this season. Again I
encourage everyone to make sure they have appropriate
plans in place; that they are checking the equipment,
devices and electronics in their homes to make sure that
the fire risks are minimised to the best extent possible;
and that they have the appropriate plans in place to
manage fire risk throughout Gippsland when and as it
might occur. I wish everyone the very best of luck and
of resources and support as we head into the fire season
this year.

Hospital ambulance bypass
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
This week the government issued the Department of
Health and Human Services annual report 2014–15,
and the figures on emergency services on page 39 are
particularly interesting. Figures are given for the
number of occasions on which hospitals went on the
hospital early warning system, the percentage of
operating times on the hospital early warning system
and the time on hospital bypass. In each case the
Andrews government described the figure as a positive
result, because it is lower than the target the
government set itself. But if compared to the figures
issued by the Napthine government a year ago in the
2013–14 report, each measure has increased, and this is
a deliberate misrepresentation of actual performance on
these measures. In particular under this government the
time on hospital bypass has increased from 1.8 per cent
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to 2.2 percent. The Napthine government’s 2013–14
bypass figure was a 10 per cent improvement on the
year before.
On 17 September the government announced that
bypass would be abolished on 7 October, and these
figures, issued just this week to coincide with that
abolition, show why that announcement was made
when it was. I consider this to be a very cynical
exercise by this government, which has talked about
being open and accountable but has done something
sneaky and underhanded with these figures to avoid
proper and appropriate scrutiny and then has done away
with bypass altogether so that these figures need never
be revisited. I look forward to seeing how this issue in
hospitals will be accurately measured by the
government going forward.

China-Australia relations
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to
comment on recent initiatives in regard to Victoria’s
relationship with China and how they will benefit areas
in my electorate. Victoria already has a very strong and
productive relationship with China: $20 billion of
two-way trade, which is growing rapidly. It was less
than $15 billion per annum in 2013. We have
160 000 international students, over one-third of whom
come from China, and over 430 000 tourist visits to
Victoria annually from China, and again that number is
growing rapidly.
There have been a number of recent initiatives. The
Premier visited China recently. It was a highly
successful visit that included a cultural agreement,
which is one of the most significant by any subnational
government with China. Last week I attended an
Australia-China cities summit and business forum,
which was highly successful and linked both the
Victorian government and local governments with
many large Chinese regional areas and cities. There was
also the Chinese National Day reception, at which the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
spoke, and of course the Minister for Agriculture
recently opened the Australian pavilion at the China
Fruit and Vegetable Fair in Beijing.
This is a relationship which transcends party politics
and one that I believe we are all committed to. It will
benefit my electorate, for example, with tourism in the
Yarra Valley and the Mornington Peninsula, and it will
benefit the wine regions, cultural activities and festivals
in particular. Phillip Island is an area of particular
interest, and of course agricultural exports such as dairy
are areas where we can get really significant leverage
and high value.
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Bushfires
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Yesterday I
attended a very angry community meeting in
Lancefield for bushfire-affected residents. Residents
were concerned about how the fire got out of control in
the first place and also desperate to know when the fires
will be under control. There was a lot of concern about
fire damage and road closures. Many did not know
whether their homes were still standing, and others
were concerned about getting feed and water to
animals. There were a lot of questions asked and a lot
of anger aired, but little satisfaction for residents from
the responses received at the meeting.
Residents were further insulted when, 15 minutes after
the meeting commenced, they received the following
text message:
Bushfire advice: residents in the fire-affected area attending
the community meeting will not be able to re-enter property if
on a closed road.

Gordon Meyer, a former Department of Sustainability
and Environment officer with 18 years experience in
controlled burns, stated that the fire should not have
been lit and that the department had ignored its own
protocols. He added that this was the third time the
department had done this in five years. His concern was
mainly related to the fuel moisture differential of the
controlled burn and surrounding country, where
countryside outside the burn should be a little wetter to
act as a natural firebreak. He also stated that currently
there is no soil moisture in the area to a depth of
2 metres. The government must act now to put out
these fires and support affected residents. Let us pray
that fires can be extinguished before more homes and
lives are threatened.

Hope Street
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
commend Hope Street on its recent work to address the
issue of youth homelessness in outer growth corridors,
in particular Melton. Hope Street specialises in
providing a range of early intervention and prevention
services to divert youth and families from long-term
homelessness. I was shocked to learn that in Victoria
over 40 per cent of homeless people are under the age
of 25 and unfortunately are more likely to experience
persistent homelessness throughout adulthood.
On more than one occasion I have met with Hope
Street’s CEO, Donna Bennett, and I am pleased to say
that the organisation has an exciting plan that will go a
long way in addressing youth homelessness in the
Melton region. Homelessness brings with it many
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social problems, and the Hope Street organisation has
already shown what can be done with the
implementation of professional services.
Current data shows that youth homelessness is on the
rise in Melton, which is why Hope Street has embarked
on a plan to establish a youth crisis response and
accommodation service in Melton. Melton City Council
has in principle agreed to locate for Hope Street a
parcel of land that would house the crisis centre. It has
also prepared a business plan for the project, which has
been given to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing.
On 24 September Hope Street launched its public
appeal at Woodgrove shopping centre, where the
management set up a tree of hope. Members of the
public can purchase a colourful little butterfly and place
it on a leaf of the tree. I am fully supportive of the
project.

Ambulance services
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
make comment on the Ambulance Victoria annual
report and draw the chamber’s attention to page 38 in
particular. I note the good performance of Ambulance
Victoria in transfer of patients following the Stripp
report and the ambulance task force work that was
done. I note that the government failed to meet its
response time targets and the standard it set itself in
opposition. I note that the Labor government from 1999
to 2010 never met ambulance response time targets,
and on this occasion it again failed to meet its targets
and fell far short. Further I note that Ambulance
Victoria performance on a number of the patient
experience and safety and quality measures, many of
which were introduced while I was minister, has
improved, and I welcome those improvements.
I note that the minister has begun to talk about quality
and safety measures and less about ambulance response
times, as she understands that ambulance response
times are only one measure, although I would argue
they are a critical measure. They are a measure on
which we worked hard to get good outcomes. We will
see news from this government in short order, and you
heard it here first. The government will try to redefine
ambulance response times, just as it did in the
mid-2000s, when it moved from a 13-minute response
time to a 15-minute response time. The Labor
opposition in 1999 — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Davis.
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
Membership
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — By
leave, I move:
That Dr Carling-Jenkins be discharged from the Standing
Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure.

Motion agreed to.

SERIOUS SEX OFFENDERS (DETENTION
AND SUPERVISION) AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 September; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. Let me say at the outset that the
opposition will be supporting this legislation, as was
flagged by Mr Clark, the member for Box Hill in the
other place, in his contribution on behalf of the
coalition in the Legislative Assembly. I also flag,
however, that I may seek to take this bill into a
committee stage to ask the minister some questions
about the operation of the bill and also about some of
the announcements that have been made by the
government in relation to the location and management
of serious sex offenders since this bill was first
introduced into the Parliament.
The bill makes a range of amendments to various acts,
including to the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009 (SSODSA), the Bail Act 1977,
the Corrections Act 1986, the Sentencing Act 1991 and
the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004. What is
behind this bill, and what is I think in the forefront of
members’ minds as we debate it, is the tragic death of
Masa Vukotic earlier this year. It highlights that
reforms to the justice system, and indeed reforms across
government, are never-ending. Circumstances change,
technologies change and issues change. We as a
Parliament, we as a community and the government,
which ultimately has responsibility for the management
and legislative carriage of the architecture behind the
post-sentence scheme for serious sex offenders, must
remain nimble and responsive to issues as they emerge
in order to protect the community. That is what the
previous government did with its reforms to the parole
system. I note that the then Minister for Corrections,
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Andrew McIntosh, also brought in reforms to the
SSODSA scheme in 2012 to increase transparency
around it.
As I said, the opposition will support this legislation,
but I make the observation that the reforms, while
welcome, are relatively modest and limited in their
practice and application. I note that in May the minister
announced a broader review of the SSODSA to be
undertaken by former Supreme Court judge David
Harper, forensic psychiatrist Professor Paul Mullen and
criminal and mental health law expert Bernadette
McSherry. That review is due at the end of this month.
The opposition looks forward to the completion of the
review and seeks confirmation that it will be made
public in a similar way to the Callinan review, which
was released in full in 2013 with only minor redactions
to protect the identities of and information about certain
people. I trust and assume that the same approach will
be taken with the Harper review that is currently on
foot, but we would welcome an assurance about that
from the government.
One assumes the review will lead to further legislative
change and perhaps a broader reform of what is,
frankly, an extremely challenging and difficult area of
public policy. In order for the community to have
confidence and an understanding of any legislative
changes brought to this complex area, the more
transparency that is provided the better, and the full
release of the Harper review with appropriate
redactions would be welcomed and expected.
Before I go into detail about the bill, it is worth
reminding members what the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 is about, because
there is often misunderstanding in the community. In
their reporting our friends in the media often refer to
this cohort of offenders as being in jail when in fact
they are not. Only the members of this cohort who
commit subsequent offences, including breach of their
post-sentence supervision orders, are in jail. With the
greatest respect to the Premier, I think he has added to
this confusion with some of his public comments,
which I will get to later.
We are talking about serious sex offenders who have
been to jail and who have been assessed by the court as
posing a risk to community safety and hence have been
placed on post-sentence supervision orders. As I said,
some of those individuals are in jail because of
subsequent offences. Some are living in the
community — that is, living in private residences or
other locations within the community. Some of those
individuals are electronically monitored. Others are
residing at Corella Place. Again I appreciate the
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briefing from the department and the commissioner,
who provided information on the breakdown of those
numbers. I would appreciate government members, or
alternatively the minister in the committee stage,
providing an update on the current number of people
who are on orders who are incarcerated, living at
Corella Place or living in the community.
As a subset of that, noting that all those who are in
Corella Place are electronically monitored, how many
of those living in the broader community are currently
electronically monitored? It would be useful
information if that could be provided by way of update,
given that the initial bill briefing on this was more than
a month ago due to the recent recess we had from the
house.
To round out that point about the very limited and
narrow class of offenders or individuals we are talking
about, I will read from the purposes section, section 1,
of the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009, which says.
(1) The main purpose of this Act is to enhance the
protection of the community by requiring offenders who
have served custodial sentences for certain sexual
offences and who present an unacceptable risk of harm
to the community to be subject to ongoing detention or
supervision.
(2) The secondary purpose of this Act is to facilitate the
treatment and rehabilitation of such offenders.

Section 1(3) goes on to outline that the act:
(b) empowers the Supreme Court to make a detention order
of up to 3 years, or an interim detention order, in respect
of an eligible offender on the application of the Director
of Public Prosecutions; and
(c) empowers the Supreme Court or the County Court to
make a supervision order of up to 15 years, or an interim
supervision order, in respect of an eligible offender on
the application of the Secretary to the Department of
Justice; and
(d) provides for appeals by offenders …

et cetera.
It is also worthwhile noting the role of the Adult Parole
Board of Victoria in providing supervision and
oversight of these offenders once an order has been
made by the court. The adult parole board has a
separate division to supervise and manage these
offenders.
At this juncture I will deal with a confusing aspect of a
statement by the Premier. As I said, the offenders who
are living at Corella Place are not in jail. In theory and
in practice under the legislation they are living in the
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community but must reside at Corella Place. In an
article written by Richard Willingham published on
1 September, the Premier was quoted as saying:
We [need] to get this balance right, where there is perhaps too
many people being released into the community on these
orders, when the best place for them and the best place for
community safety would be to have those people behind bars.

The only way those people can be behind bars is if they
are sentenced to a firm period of incarceration. In
putting these offenders at Corella Place they are not
incarcerated, but they are required to live at Corella
Place.
This leads me to some further questions for the minister
in the committee stage, and I will flag them with him
now. Last week the government announced that 20 of
this cohort may be required to live at Langi Kal Kal,
which is a prison. I am interested to further explore how
that will operate in practice, whether that
announcement by the government will see further
legislative change to enable that to occur and how that
will work with the current framework as it exists here in
Victoria. I flag that now, and I look forward to the
minister providing some answers either during the
second-reading debate or, if need be, through the
committee stage of this bill. I also make the point that
there is a separate sex offenders register that has a much
larger cohort of individuals — several thousand. That is
a much larger number, and this bill does not deal with
those offenders. Again, we are talking about only 120
or 130 individuals who are subject to this post-sentence
supervision scheme as defined by the SSODSA act.
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review of the SSODSA act. I trust that the
Attorney-General will release that review in an open
and transparent way, as the former government did
back in August 2013 with former High Court justice
Ian Callinan’s review of the operations of the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria. There is a high degree of
community concern about bail at the moment. The
former government instituted a range of reforms around
bail when it was in government, but clearly further
reform is required. The Attorney-General, Martin
Pakula, announced a review in January, and here we are
in October yet to see the outcome of that review. I call
on the government to release that review and be clear
with the community about its intentions in relation to
bail.
I note the comments of the shadow Attorney-General,
John Pesutto, the member for Hawthorn in the other
place, who has been consistent in his call for the
government to work in a bipartisan way with the
opposition. Indeed the Leader of the Opposition has
called for the government to do so in order to further
strengthen our bail conditions if required.
The reverse-onus presumption is welcome, but it has a
limited application to this cohort only. We look forward
to further reform in the broader bail system being
brought forward soon.
The bill also provides a greater role for Victoria Police
in the monitoring of serious sex offenders, including the
creation of a new operational unit — a sex offenders
management branch of Corrections Victoria. Victoria
Police members will be embedded in that branch to
monitor, supervise, case manage and identify risks.
Again, that is a good reform. Working across different
parts of government and having IT systems talk to each
other across government are always a challenge, but
clearly Corrections Victoria, Victoria Police, the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria and others need to work as
closely together as possible, and embedding Victoria
Police members in the sex offenders management
branch appears to be a useful step.

I will move to what the bill seeks to do. Firstly, I will
turn to the amendments it makes to the Bail Act 1977.
The bill amends the Bail Act to require that in
proceedings with respect to bail certain accused persons
show cause as to why their detention in custody is not
justified. I note that that is for any serious sex offender
on a supervision order who is charged with any
indictable offence, including non-sexual offences. In
effect that is a reverse-onus provision. Given that the
overriding purpose of the bill is to protect community
safety, and given some of the issues that have been
identified with the current bail arrangements, that is a
welcome provision, but I make the point that this
element of the bail reform is applicable to this cohort
only. Back in January the Attorney-General announced
a broader review of the Bail Act, but to my knowledge
we have not yet seen the outcome of that review, and
we are yet to see substantive reform be delivered from
it.

I note that the Minister for Training and Skills and the
government in its announcement about this talked about
police members being embedded in that branch.
Another question I will have for Mr Herbert, during the
committee stage is whether any additional resources
will be provided to Victoria Police to backfill, so to
speak, the placement of these Victoria Police members.
I look forward to the minister’s advice about that matter
in due course.

In a similar vein, the government announced earlier this
year former Court of Appeal judge David Harper’s

Mr Herbert — It could be an operational matter,
but we will see.
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Mr O’DONOHUE — I take up the interjection of
the minister that this may be an operational matter.
Indeed it is an operational matter, and we are
facilitating these operational reforms with this
legislative change, but of course ultimately it is up to
the government to provide the resources to Victoria
Police to enable it to do the job it needs to do. Whilst
we in the opposition absolutely respect the operational
independence of Victoria Police, the fundamental point
is that Victoria Police needs to be provided with
resources to respond to issues as they emerge.
In the four years of the coalition government police
resources were increased by 22 per cent — that is, the
budget of Victoria Police was increased by 22 per cent.
On the most recent publicly available statistics the
number of police in Victoria has gone up by exactly
zero since the Andrews government came to power,
despite these issues that we are talking about today,
despite the heightened security risk for Victoria Police
and the community from some very unfortunate and
very disturbing incidents and despite the population
growth over the 10 months of this government, which
must be 70 000 or 80 000 people so far. There are
consequences to this under-resourcing of Victoria
Police. There is the example of the Somerville police
station, where there is a new $16 million building and
no access for the public. There is no divisional van. If
members of that community were to call 000, someone
from another station would come.
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required. I think that is a sensible step. The special
emergency services group members are extremely well
trained. Its members do a terrific job and are called to
respond to the most challenging circumstances in the
corrections system, and giving them a role and a clear
legislative function in the management of this cohort is
something the opposition supports, given the very
difficult task it has.
The bill also makes overseas child sex offences and the
distribution of intimate body images a breach of an
order, provides for charges to be brought more quickly
for breaches of supervision orders and makes explicit
the conditions regarding electronic monitoring of
offenders. On the issue of the electronic monitoring of
offenders, I note that this was significantly expanded,
with new technologies introduced, by the coalition
government. While this government has made much in
the media of this legislative reform, in my
understanding and from my reading, it is doing not
much more than codifying current practice. Again I
would be interested if the minister would confirm that
the number of offenders who are electronically
monitored and the test for electronic monitoring will
remain the same in effect once this bill passes. As I
understand it, in terms of the number of offenders who
are electronically monitored in the community as part
of this scheme, the test for that will be fundamentally
the same. What we are doing with this bill is codifying
current practice, with some additional changes. I would
be interested if the minister, just for the record, would
confirm that.

Whilst I do not want to go off topic, and I appreciate the
operational independence of Victoria Police, as the
minister correctly interjected, I am interested to know
the answer to my question, because we are talking
about an additional function for Victoria Police. I
would like to know whether there will be additional
resourcing provided to Victoria Police to deal with its
additional function and backfill any work that needs to
be done as a result of this new task. That is
fundamentally the question I want the minister to
answer, either in the second-reading debate or, if
required, in the committee stage.

As I said earlier, the department and the commissioner
were most helpful at the briefing in confirming that as
at early September there were 44 serious sex offenders
living in the community on supervision orders, with 19
subject to electronic monitoring. There were 57, I think,
at that time living at Corella Place. All of them are, as I
said, required to be electronically monitored. There is
another cohort of offenders who have subsequently
offended and are in jail. I would appreciate an update
on those numbers.

The bill also gives Victoria Police additional powers to
enter the home of a serious sex offender to check if they
are complying with their order and to arrest them if they
are in breach. They can also direct them to take a drug
and alcohol test, and police will be able to enter
premises where an offender is residing where there is a
reasonable suspicion that an offender is not complying.
The bill also gives Corrections Victoria staff more
power to direct serious sex offenders in the community
to obey instructions, and it gives the special emergency
services group, which usually operates inside prisons,
the power to respond to safety concerns until police are

I am particularly interested in an update on those
numbers, given the announcement of the government
that it is potentially to place some of this cohort at
Langi Kal Kal. I note that the capacity at Corella Place
has gone from 40 to, notionally, 55 and that that is as a
result of investment on the part of the coalition
government to increase the capacity of Corella Place
from 40 to 55, a $3 million investment that was
announced back in September 2013. I understand that
came online earlier this year. Notwithstanding that
additional capacity, clearly Corella Place is operating at
capacity, and I assume that is part of the reason for the
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announcement. I would appreciate further advice on
that from the minister.
Given that we are talking about Corella Place I also
take the opportunity to acknowledge the close
partnership of the Rural City of Ararat with all
governments and the Department of Justice and
Regulation. I acknowledge the council’s long-term
association with governments of all persuasions in
relation to having Corella Place located at Ararat as
well as having the Hopkins prison located at Ararat.
That prison has a past that at times has been troubled, as
you would be aware, Acting President. The initial
arrangements put in place by the previous Labor
government fell over due to very poor contractual
arrangements. Those were rescued by then
Premier Baillieu and then Minister for Corrections,
Mr McIntosh, and those works were resurrected,
enabling the prison to be fundamentally completed late
last year, with some minor works — landscaping and
the like — resolved early this year.
Ararat Rural City Council and the Ararat community
are to be congratulated on the way they approach the
partnership with the department and governments of all
persuasions. Corrections brings many jobs to that area,
and I know that is understood by the member for Ripon
in the other place, Louise Staley, who has had a very
close interest in these issues. I congratulate her on the
way she advocates for her community and on her deep
understanding of the issues we are talking about in
terms of this legislation and more broadly in terms of
the role of corrections and its involvement with the
Ararat community.
That concludes the remarks I wish to make on this bill.
Let me just say that we welcome reforms in this area in
the interests of community safety, but I think the larger
tranche of reforms are yet to come with the Harper
review.
Again I would call on the government to be transparent
in the release of the Harper review report once it is
handed to government at the end of this month. The
opposition extends an invitation to the government to
work in a bipartisan way to further review this specific
cohort of individuals and more broadly in relation to
reforms to the justice system, particularly with regard to
bail. The opposition will support this bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. This bill is one of a number of
bills that we have seen come through the Parliament in
the last couple of years with regard to serious sex
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offenders as we tackle the issues of how to deal with
them in the justice and corrections systems. The Greens
have supported those bills as they have come through
the Parliament.
This bill aims to close gaps that still exist in the justice
and corrections system and to enable police and
Corrections Victoria to better manage serious sex
offenders who are on supervision orders. The Greens,
as I have said, will support the measures that are in this
bill, as we have supported the other pieces of legislation
and the majority of the recommendations to reform the
parole system that were outlined in the Callinan review.
This bill does a number of things. One of the most
important amendments in the bill is to create a
presumption against bail under the Bail Act 1977 for
any serious sex offender who is on a supervision order
and who is subsequently charged with any indictable
offence, including a non-sexual offence. In effect it puts
this cohort of offenders who are on supervision orders
in the same class as those who are accused of drug
trafficking, for example, or smuggling, who must show
cause why their detention and denial of bail are not
justified.
We know that some serious sex offenders have been
granted bail and/or parole — in this case we are talking
about bail — and have gone on to commit horrendous
crimes, including murdering women in the community.
Of course this has caused massive heartache amongst
the family members and close loved ones of those
persons who have been killed, and amongst the
community as a whole, who have been heartbroken by
this and of course have been very concerned that those
prisoners have been on the loose, to put it mildly.
The reviews that were done by Professor Ogloff and
Justice Callinan, and the reviews undertaken by the
Department of Justice and Regulation have come to the
consensus that there have been ongoing problems and
gaps with regard to parole and bail. Justice Callinan
identified the lack of coordination between the police
and Corrections Victoria, which resulted in the police
not knowing certain things and Corrections Victoria not
knowing certain things. Therefore mistakes were being
made in terms of the release of people on parole and the
granting of bail where the decision should have been
not to grant bail. The fact that those mistakes have
resulted in the deaths and/or injuries of people is of
ongoing concern to the community.
The bill will also give Victoria Police greater powers to
enter the home of a serious sex offender to check if they
are complying with their supervision order and to arrest
them if they are in breach of it. The police can also
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direct the offender to take a drug and alcohol test. The
bill will give Corrections Victoria staff more power to
enable them to direct serious sex offenders on
supervision orders who are in the community to obey
instructions. It also gives the special emergency
services group, which operates inside prisons, the
power to respond to imminent safety concerns until the
police arrive. These powers include the ability to use
batons and capsicum spray if there is an immediate
threat or hazard in order to protect themselves and other
people.
The bill makes overseas child sex offences and the
distribution of intimate body images a breach of a
supervision order, and the bill explicitly provides for
electronic monitoring of serious sex offenders to be for
24 hours of each day, with a device to be worn.
Offenders can be jailed if they are found to be
tampering with these devices.
The amendments in this bill come at a time when a
comprehensive review, headed by former Supreme
Court judge David Harper, into the management of a
certain individual and the operation of the Serious Sex
Offender (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 is
being undertaken. This review is also considering
governance models for improved decision-making and
case management between the criminal justice and
mental health service systems in relation to these
offenders. The review is due to report on 30 October. I
agree with Mr O’Donohue that the government should
release that report, because what is in that report will be
of great community interest, given the circumstances
behind the call for that review in the first place.
Supporting the reforms in this bill will be a new
operational unit in the sex offenders management
branch of Corrections Victoria. That unit will be made
up of Victoria Police detectives, intelligence analysts
and corrections staff. The unit is set to be fully
operational by the end of the year. It will monitor,
supervise, case manage and respond to identified risks
from serious sex offenders who are subject to the
serious sex offender scheme. That goes to the issue I
was mentioning before that was identified by Justice
Callinan, which was the lack of will and certainly
failures in the coordination of information with regard
to serious sex offenders, in particular those who are
living in the community on supervision orders.
As I said, since there have been a number of significant
failures within the justice and corrections systems in the
management of serious sex offenders, we know reforms
in this area are still needed, and this bill goes some way
to addressing them. The Greens support the special
response unit being established and the review of the
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Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
by former Supreme Court judge David Harper. It is
essential that the corrections system is fully resourced
to properly deal with serious sex offenders and that
there is better decision-making by all the relevant
authorities.
We have been concerned about the granting of bail for
such offenders in the past in regard to the alleged
commission of further serious offences and the failure
to provide appropriate strict supervision when
supervision orders have been in place. We know that in
a recent case a certain offender who was on a
supervision order was in fact not being strictly
supervised in the community and that led to a terrible
tragedy. We must always ensure that serious sex
offenders who pose an unacceptable risk to the
community are placed in detention under the Serious
Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act.
Dealing with serious sex offenders is extremely
difficult. It is one of the most difficult challenges facing
the justice and corrections systems. We know of course
that these people can be extremely deceptive and
manipulative, and it can often be difficult to profile
them from their records alone. The only particular issue
that has been raised with us is the creation of the
presumption against bail, but I think everyone in the
community understands that protecting the community
from this particular cohort of offenders does require this
particular measure to be introduced into the Bail Act
1977.
I would also like to comment that the statement of
compatibility prepared for this bill goes into quite a lot
of comprehensive detail with regard to the human rights
issues that are raised by the provisions in the bill. The
statement of compatibility is very comprehensive,
particularly informative and covers those areas very
well, which I think is important when introducing into
Parliament this type of legislation that has human rights
implications. The statement of compatibility outlines
why these provisions are needed to enhance community
safety.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — Today I rise to
make a brief contribution to the debate on the Serious
Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2015. I acknowledge the
comments of previous speakers and thank them for
their bipartisan approach to dealing with this difficult
cohort of offenders. I also acknowledge the efforts of
the previous Minister for Corrections, Mr O’Donohue,
in this area as well.
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The act we are seeking to amend today came into
operation in 2010 and enables the placement of serious
offenders who have completed the full sentence of the
court on civil orders, including supervision or further
detention or both. In the five years of operation of this
act we have watched with horror news reports of the
violent sexual assault and murder of Victorian women
at the hands of men with long histories of horrific
crimes. Many tears have been shed for these women.
We have expressed our outrage and anger on radio, in
newspapers and on social media. We have marched in
the streets seeking change to the flawed system that
enabled their deaths. I can say that those sentiments
have been heard loud and clear by the Andrews Labor
government, which is taking the first of many steps
needed to continue to fix the system and once again
place in paramount position the rights of individuals
and the community to be safe and feel secure in their
lives.
Masa Vukotic, the young woman who was brutally
murdered in her local community while doing an
ordinary activity that many young women of her age
undertake — just going for a run — was murdered by a
man who was on a supervision order. It is tragic that her
murder has been the catalyst for the legislation before
us today. It has been tragic and heartbreaking for her
family and for our community.
The Victorian government began the process of taking
whatever actions were required, including conducting
an immediate review of the status of every sex offender
who was subject to a supervision order. Following this
review, two offenders were moved from their places of
residence to Corella Place. Many members in this
house would be familiar with Corella Place. It is a
village-style complex located next to the Hopkins
Correctional Centre in Ararat. There are no walls
surrounding the facility, but the offenders living there
are monitored by GPS ankle bracelets and cannot leave
without permission.
We have also established the Harper review of the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009. The review is headed by former Supreme
Court judge David Harper and includes forensic
psychiatrist Professor Paul Mullen and criminal law
expert Professor Bernadette McSherry. The Harper
review, whose report is due this month, will look at the
act and make recommendations regarding further
changes, as well as investigating practices across the
world for the management of serious sex offenders to
see what may be working in other jurisdictions. The
amendments proposed today and the government’s
other actions are really about hoping to swing the

3479

pendulum of power and confidence back to the
community and to women.
The bill changes the Bail Act 1977, creating a link
between the serious sex offenders scheme and bail, so
that for these offenders there is a presumption against
bail. In future any serious sex offender who is alleged to
have committed an indictable offence while subject to a
supervision order or who is charged with an indictable
offence while on a supervision order must show cause
as to why they should be released from custody on bail.
They will be taken off our streets as quickly as possible
and therefore their opportunities to reoffend will be
removed.
The bill also provides for a strengthening of powers for
both Victoria Police and Corrections Victoria personnel
in the supervision and monitoring of and response to
these offenders, making their difficult jobs just that
little bit easier. For example, police will be provided
with the ability to enter an offender’s residence or other
premises where there is reasonable suspicion that an
order has been breached. Police may also alcohol and
drug test serious sex offenders to check their
compliance with abstinence conditions. Security and
emergency services prison staff will have powers to
respond to safety needs with authorised tactical options
such as handcuffs and oleoresin capsicum spray.
The bill establishes a joint corrections and police
specialist response unit, operating within the sex
offender management branch of Corrections Victoria.
The specialist response unit will be operating by the
end of this year. This unit will assist in the investigation
of breaches of orders, target offenders who pose the
greatest risk to intelligence and supervision, and train
and assist police in regional areas who interact with
these serious sex offenders. We are enabling those who
work in this extraordinarily difficult environment to be
better equipped to manage risk and to do their jobs.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics conducted a
personal safety audit in 2012. It reported that almost
1.5 million women aged 18 years or over had
experienced sexual assault since the age of 15. That is
17 per cent of all Australian women, or 1 in 6. These
statistics, coupled with the staggering accounts of
violence emerging from the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, should leave us in no doubt that there
is a problem in our community. It is a monumental,
deep-seated problem that requires drastic, immediate
and effective actions and responses.
This bill is a step towards shifting the power away from
perpetrators and back into the hands of law-abiding
citizens — for example, young women who want to go
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out for a run while listening to music, go out for drinks
with friends after work, or indeed sleep safely in their
beds without having to lock the window. This
legislation will send a message to those who commit
serious sexual crimes that their freedom will be limited,
inhibited or indeed taken away.
This legislation is but a step on what will be a long hard
road to change our culture and change attitudes across
our community within a policy area that is deeply
troubling and extraordinarily challenging. I congratulate
the minister on the action he has taken with this
amendment and the resolve I know he has towards
improving public safety as he continues to tackle the
complexities of this policy area with utter conviction
and dedication. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise and make a contribution to debate on the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. As my colleague
Mr O’Donohue indicated to the house in his
contribution to the debate, the coalition supports the
government’s bill. I concur with the comment made by
Mr O’Donohue that we should and must do anything
we can do to further protect our community. As
legislators we have a responsibility to do so. I also
concur with other speakers who have expressed their
support for this important piece of legislation. In his
contribution Mr O’Donohue clearly outlined the main
purposes of the bill.
I note that in 2012 the then Minister for Corrections,
Mr McIntosh, further amended the 2009 act. This bill is
a further amendment of that act, demonstrating that
these areas need to be continually monitored and
reformed in line with community expectations. The
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
2009 was introduced to protect the Victorian
community from a specific and narrow type of
offender — that is, a few critical, high-risk sex
offenders who at the completion of their sentences are
deemed by the County Court or Supreme Court to be an
unacceptable risk to the community. That was
highlighted by Mr McIntosh when he introduced those
amendments into Parliament in 2012.
When Mr O’Donohue became minister he continued
that work. He introduced a number of reforms to
strengthen law and order by amending and including
various provisions in the act that were deemed
appropriate. As I said earlier, any reforms that we need
to do, we should and we must do. This legislation goes
to that point.
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I also make the point, before I deal with the detail of the
bill, that one of the initiatives that Mr O’Donohue
undertook included the Callinan review, a very
important review that looked at the state’s parole
system. In considering the Callinan review the
government implemented all of its
23 recommendations, and I highlight a number of the
recommendations in that review which go to some of
the points covered in this bill. They include the
recommendations that serious violent offenders and sex
offenders be categorised and dealt with differently; that
serious violent and sex offenders must complete
required treatment and be of good behaviour in prison
before they will be considered for parole; and that
serious violent offenders and sex offenders will face a
two-tier process to gain parole. They were significant
changes. We know of course that there are ongoing
concerns with parole — how some offenders are
released and the times they are released — and we hope
to strengthen the provisions in the legislation to address
those concerns. Certainly the community expects us to.
To get back to the point of this bill, it amends the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
2009. The bill contains a number of provisions, but the
main purposes are to provide for new police powers in
relation to offenders, to further provide for the
management of offenders and to generally improve the
operation and enforcement of Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009. I will not go
into the detail of all the different clauses as
Mr O’Donohue has highlighted very clearly to the
house the important elements and the technical
elements that the bill addresses. Certainly we look
forward to the findings of the Harper review that the
government has commissioned. We look forward to
seeing the government’s response to that review and
then looking at how that might apply for further reform
in the future.
There is one further point I will make in relation to this
important area. There is no homogenised group, if I can
call it that, of sex offenders. They come in a variety of
different areas and offend in different ways. One of the
things in which I have a particular interest is those
sexual offenders who offend against children. Children
are some of the most vulnerable members of our
community, and sexual offenders who partake in
offending against and sexually abusing children are
committing the most heinous crimes that can occur.
Certainly the lifelong implications for children who
have been sexually abused are well known. This was
evident from the parliamentary inquiry that was
undertaken and that I had a great deal to do with, and in
the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
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Child Sexual Abuse also we are hearing too many
stories with, as I said, lifelong implications.
I am particularly interested in the sexual offenders —
not that we know their identities — who live in Corella
Place, and anything that we can do to strengthen
prevention measures for people at risk of reoffending
needs to be undertaken. Research indicates that sex
offenders tend to have versatile criminal careers, which
I think is an interesting point, and that their sexual
offending is embedded in more general offending
behaviour. In addition to that, many of these people
have prior convictions and have served terms of
imprisonment, so they are a specific group, as has been
outlined by various speakers in relation to what this bill
addresses.
I commend the reforms undertaken by the previous
government in relation to Corella Place, where these
people are housed, and I commend the former Minister
for Corrections, Mr O’Donohue, for addressing that
need and expanding that facility from 40 to 55 places. It
is very important that as our population grows, as the
complexities of offending within our community are
highlighted, we do as much as we can to keep the
community safe, and certainly the community expects
us to do so.
I do not need to go over too many other points that
other speakers have made. All members want to see
continual reform and review of these areas. I will be
particularly interested, as I said, to see the results,
findings and recommendations of the Harper review
and the government’s response to that review when it is
concluded.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015,
which amends the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention
and Supervision) Act 2009 and the Bail Act 1977. As
previous speakers have indicated, the main purpose of
the bill is to strengthen and improve the supervision and
management of serious sex offenders for the safety and
protection of the community from sexual offending,
including through new police powers and a new
presumption against bail.
The operation of the legislation will be supported by a
new joint corrections and police specialist response
unit. This operational unit within the sex offenders
management branch of Corrections Victoria includes
embedded Victoria Police members to monitor,
supervise, case manage and respond to identified risks
from serious sex offenders subject to the serious sex
offenders scheme. Like the New South Wales model,

3481

this does not require legislation; however,
information-sharing amendments in the bill will support
this reform. Key stakeholders such as the County Court,
Victoria Police, the Office of Public Prosecutions and
the Adult Parole Board of Victoria were consulted on
this bill.
We all remember the horrendous crimes that have been
committed by some of these predators, and one case
that comes to mind is the violent rape and murder of Jill
Meagher, and there have been many other assaults
against women particularly by these predators — I go
as far as to call them animals because I do not think
some of these people should be classed as human
beings — and to me it highlights that we need to look at
how we can improve the current system. That is why
the Andrews Labor government, earlier this year,
commissioned a review in relation to how the
government can put in place the necessary legislation to
provide law enforcement agencies with the tools to
address the issue and make sure that these offenders do
not continue to offend time and again; hence the terms
of reference for the Harper review, which include
looking at the parole board and looking at how we can
contain these offenders and especially the repeat
offenders who might go out on bail and then before we
know it are committing crimes.
That is why we have the changes outlined in the bill.
For example, it introduces a new presumption against
bail measure for any serious offender on a supervision
order who is charged with any indictable offence. It
also clarifies the conditions for electronic monitoring of
offenders — for example, the offender is subject to
24-hour monitoring, must wear a device and must not
remove or tamper with that device. The bill confirms
that it is a core condition that an offender must comply
with an instruction given by a supervision officer,
including those given outside a residential facility —
for example, Corella Place. Failure to do so is an
offence of breach of a supervision order.
The bill provides that a court may authorise the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria to give additional directions to
an offender in relation to a supervision order when the
offender has been directed by the board to reside at a
residential facility — for example, curfews and being
accompanied by supervision officers when leaving the
facility. The bill removes the requirement to give
offenders 14 days notice of a charge for breach of a
supervision order. It updates the commonwealth sexual
offences that make certain child sex offences
committed overseas an eligible offence under the
SSODSA if an offender has been imprisoned for these
crimes. These offences will also constitute a breach of a
supervision order by further sexual offending.
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The bill gives Victoria Police additional powers, which
are intended to commence before the end of the year.
Victoria Police will need to establish reporting
procedures regarding its new entry powers. It will also
need to establish testing procedures, such as breath and
oral fluids tests. Under the law currently Corrections
Victoria has breath testing for alcohol use. An offender
may be directed to see their local doctor for a drug test.
Corrections Victoria will need to further train and
educate the new specified officers in the security and
emergency services group in their new role. All these
things are planned to commence later this year.
New section 158B, inserted by clause 4, outlines some
of the new powers for police. The Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 gives
community corrections officers the power to direct an
offender to submit to testing for alcohol or drug use.
The power applies if a supervision order contains a
condition requiring an offender to submit to that test or
if the offender is required to live in a residential facility.
The amending bill broadly aligns with the current
power of community corrections officers to alcohol and
drug test serious sex offenders under section 156 of the
act. Victoria Police testing procedures will be approved
by the Chief Commissioner of Police.
The bill provides for stronger entry powers for Victoria
Police to monitor compliance with supervision orders
and to arrest for breaches of supervision orders. As I
mentioned earlier, this is provided for under new
section 158C, inserted by clause 4. The bill gives
Victoria Police two new powers. Firstly, there is a
power to enter premises to check whether serious sex
offenders are complying with their order. Secondly,
there is a lower threshold to enter premises to arrest an
offender in breach of a supervision order. The bill
provides Victoria Police with a greater ability to enter
premises to check whether serious offenders are
complying with these orders. The need to monitor
compliance and address breaches of supervision orders
can arise at places that include where the offender
resides and can arise at night or in the early morning.
These reforms enhance the role of Victoria Police under
the SSODSA. Moreover, the new units will better
integrate Victoria Police and Corrections Victoria to
monitor, supervise, case manage and respond to the risk
that offenders present to the Victorian community.
Under the bill a reasonable suspicion is enough for a
police officer to enter premises to monitor offender
compliance and make an arrest for a breach of a
supervision order, and that is very important.
Sometimes before you can take any action you have to
have proof that something has happened, but
unfortunately from time to time, particularly in these

Thursday, 8 October 2015

sorts of cases where we want to protect the
vulnerable — and I am talking about sex offences — it
is the right approach that if there is suspicion, the police
should be given the power to enter premises.
If people have nothing to hide, they have nothing to
worry about. It is better for an officer to be wrong and
for nothing to have happened than for an officer to say,
‘I didn’t have enough evidence to enter the premises, so
I didn’t’, and then for an offence to be carried out. In
my view it is better to be safe than sorry, especially
when we are talking about some of these repeat
offenders and people who commit horrible crimes
against vulnerable women and children. A reasonable
suspicion is a fair enough reason for Victoria Police to
enter premises. The definition of ‘reasonable suspicion’
is a lower threshold than a reasonable belief. It is
important that we give police those powers.
In summing up, the bill addresses a lot of the issues we
have now. It does not address every single issue and it
does not give a guarantee that these horrible offences
will not occur, but at least it gives us a fighting chance
to make sure that repeat offenders in particular are
caught and better managed so we are able to get to a
position where they are not repeating an offence. The
writing is on the wall.
Some of the cases we have seen in recent times have
proven that if you offend once, especially with sexual
offences, you are likely to offend again. That does not
mean that people do not rehabilitate and reform. There
are some cases where that can occur, but a bit of
caution does not hurt. Paying attention to monitoring
these people and being satisfied that they are not likely
to offend again should be one of the main criteria
before we release them back into the community. That
is important; it is common sense. We need to be
satisfied, more than with any other crime.
We need to pay special attention to these animals, as I
called them earlier. I think that is what they are. It is an
animal instinct to rape women. Whether younger
women or older women, it does not really matter. We
need to be satisfied, and that is what this legislation
aims to do by giving law enforcement agencies the
tools they need. There has been a fair bit of talk, for
example, about what the parole board did and did not
do and about some of its decisions that led to offenders
offending again. The parole board will hopefully learn
from that, and the bill gives it the tools it needs to do a
better job. We can all do a better job to make sure that
repeat offenders are not back on the streets offending
again.
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I hope the bill will improve the current situation so
there is no repeat of cases like that of Jill Meagher. That
is the aim, and let us hope the bill goes a long way
toward achieving that aim and that offenders are no
longer able to repeat their offences against the
vulnerable women and children of this state. With those
comments, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to say a
few words about the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention
and Supervision) and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015. I think it was Ms Symes who mentioned earlier
that there is bipartisan support for the bill, which is as it
should be. I would hope there is a bipartisan attitude
across the board on this issue, because there are very
few more heinous or vile crimes than sexual offences
committed against women. Whoever we are and
wherever we are from, we should all agree on that. That
is a no-brainer, as they say in the classics. However,
unfortunately there are some in our community who for
whatever reason — I struggle to understand the mindset
of these people — see women as something they can
use and something that has been put on this earth for
their gratification. They have no respect for women. In
fact generally speaking they have no respect for
anybody, except of course themselves. These are the
people this legislation is aimed at.
I get very angry when I hear about rape cases or sexual
assault and people say, ‘She had it coming’, ‘She
shouldn’t have been there at that time’ or ‘She
shouldn’t have been wearing that on that occasion’,
because there is never a justification, an excuse or a
reason for sexual assault. Every woman should be able
to go wherever she likes, wearing whatever she likes —
within the law, anyway — at any time and not feel the
threat of some gorilla attacking her. It is a dreadful
indictment of our society that this attitude is so
prevalent.
I do not frequent King Street very often, it has to be
said, but in years gone by I may have popped down
there from time to time. I saw these sorts of apes — I
was going to say men, but you cannot call them men —
who were there purely to get some form of sexual
gratification, and they did not particularly care how
they got it. These are the people we need to crack down
on. We need to come down on them like a tonne of
bricks.
I suppose I am speaking in this manner because I am
the father of three daughters, and obviously I am
concerned about them, given the attitude of some
people in our community. No doubt in years to come,
as they grow a bit, I will lose a lot of sleep wondering
how they are and what they are doing at various times
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of the night. However, it is only fair and reasonable to
think that people should be able to go about their lawful
business without being assaulted, without being raped
and without being treated as some sort of garbage. That
is pretty basic in a civilised society, but unfortunately
there are some people who just do not accept that, and
they are the people who should feel the full force of the
law.
Unfortunately there are some on the bench in our court
system who do not necessarily share that view. Those
judges, magistrates and other members of the judiciary
who regard the rights of offenders as being more
important than the welfare of victims should quite
frankly not be on the bench. They should all be turfed
from the bench.
The justice system that we have, such as it is — it is
more a legal system that a justice system — should be
about looking after the rights and welfare of victims.
When I see people who have committed dreadful
crimes, particularly crimes of a sexual nature against
women and children, getting off pretty lightly, I get
really angry. That is when I really fume, because these
are the sort of people who need to be put away. They
need to be kept off our streets. They need to be locked
up to protect us, to protect our wives, to protect our
daughters, to protect our mothers and in some instances
our grandmothers. I cannot begin to imagine what goes
through the mind of somebody who is capable of
breaking into a house and raping a 90-year-old. I do not
understand how somebody could even think about that,
much less do it.
We need to have an attitude that tells people we will not
tolerate this. Whether we are community members,
legislators, judges on the bench or police, we need to
send a very clear message that we will not tolerate this
sort of disgraceful behaviour. We talk a lot about
tolerance in this modern age, but there are some things
we just cannot tolerate. This sort of behaviour is totally
intolerable. I hope some members of our judiciary, who
may be reading Hansard in a quiet moment one day,
get that message. If they are reading Hansard in a quiet
moment, they probably should get a life as well. Their
job is to protect the innocent and to get justice for
victims, not to be activists for the rights of criminals.
Criminals are called criminals for a reason — because
they are criminals. When you commit a heinous act
such as a violent sexual assault, then you pretty much
lose your rights as far as I am concerned. There are a
good many people in this community, and I am sure
every member of this house would know at least one or
two of them, who would gladly reintroduce capital
punishment for sexual offenders. I am not one of them,
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but I can fully understand why they would take that
view.
This bill is also worthy of support because it helps the
police to do their jobs, and that is quite a rarity these
days. When we pass legislation it usually ends up
making it harder for the police to protect us. I cannot
sympathise enough with those members of Victoria
Police who may know who offenders are but are
prevented by law from gathering the evidence to lock
these creatures up. I get frustrated sometimes in this
job, but I cannot begin to imagine how frustrating it
must be for them to know that some individual walking
down the street is guilty of rape, is a vile and dreadful
individual who may indeed have committed any
number of assaults. Mr Melhem made the very good
point that once somebody has committed a sexual
assault, it is likely that they will do it again. For police
to be prevented from pursuing somebody they know to
be guilty of a crime is almost reason to rip your hair
out, and that is another good reason to support this bill.
I have gone on a little longer than I had anticipated, I
must say. That is unusual for me. I will conclude by
reiterating my personal disdain and disgust. Sexual
assault is a crime that can never be justified or excused.
We as a society must adopt that attitude. We must
realise that women are not things for gratification.
Women are human beings with the same rights as
everybody else. They should be protected by the law.
This legislation moves a little bit further toward
offering that protection. On that basis I am very pleased
to support the bill.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — The Shooters
and Fishers Party will most definitely be supporting this
bill, the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015.
Everyone should be safe from any sort of violence in
society, but sexual violence deserves special attention.
Though I am not religious, there is a special place in
hell for these offenders.
That leads me to consider institutions such as Corella
Place. Just outside Ararat prison there is a little village
of people who have served their time and paid their
debt to society but are too dangerous to be allowed out
into the community unsupervised. Whilst this bill
works towards reducing sexual violence, the existence
of Corella Place needs to be rethought. If someone has
done their time but is still deemed too dangerous to be
released unsupervised into the community, then
sentencing needs to be looked at.
Sentencing is not wholly about rehabilitation.
Community safety always needs to be the first priority.
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We cannot have these sorts of people roaming the
streets. We all know there are supposedly mechanisms
to keep them out of Ararat and the surrounding areas,
but they have a certain degree of freedom. They can
come and go within certain times to certain places, or
they can disable their monitoring devices and make
tracks, as they occasionally do.
I have had the unfortunate experience of dealing with
some sexual offenders, including rapists and
paedophiles. One of the things that struck me was how
many of them thought they had done nothing wrong. It
sickened me. As a member of Victoria Police I did not
have the luxury of appearing to be sickened, but I still
remember it nearly 20 years down the track. Along with
other things, we need to be looking at who gets to be
put on parole and the lenient sentencing of some
offenders. There have recently been some
well-publicised cases of people who committed heinous
crimes while on parole. Those people should not have
been on parole. It is a question of balance. Everyone
has some basic rights, but community members have
the right to be able to go about their business without
having to worry about the threat of sexual assault and
murder.
The monitoring requirements proposed in the bill also
mean extra work for Victoria Police. It is fair to say that
Victoria Police is struggling with its numbers and
resourcing. It is difficult for some stations to find
enough officers to field a van. I have mentioned before
that police in the Ararat and Stawell areas sometimes
have to share a van. There are also the extra
requirements that have been placed on police because
of the heightened terrorist threats we now have. Every
extra requirement of police is coming out of a bank of
time. There are only so many hours in a day. Only so
many people can work and they can only do so much.
The Chief Commissioner of Police has exclusive
direction on what police do, and I would urge the
commissioner to give this program as high a priority as
possible. If there is inadequate resourcing, the whole of
the legislation could well be at risk.
That is basically the end of my contribution. I
commend this bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I begin by thanking all members who
contributed to the debate on this very serious issue.
Everyone made very genuine and appropriate
contributions in terms of both the emotive issues that
this sort of legislation deals with and the technical, legal
side of the bill.
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Essentially we as legislators all know that this type of
legislation often involves a balance between the need to
protect the civil rights of citizens and the rights and
lives of innocent people. It is often a seesaw. We
always strive to get that balance right through our
legislation, but it is never going to be perfect. It is never
going to be right per se. It is always going to need to be
adapted and changed as circumstances and needs
change. Clearly the tragic death of young Masa Vukotic
highlighted the need to change the law in this case, but
the law will continue to be changed. A number of
members made comments about how this legislation is
not the be-all and end-all and asked what happens next,
and I will say a few words on that soon. Clearly these
types of matters are constantly under review in this
chamber. In terms of government and society they
should be constantly under review because essentially it
is our job to ensure that we stand up for the safety of
Victorians in many forms.
As best I can in my summation of the second-reading
debate I will respond to some of the questions that have
been asked and say a few words to add to the debate
and the second-reading speech that I tabled. This is an
important piece of legislation. The principal legislation
was enacted in 2009 and is six years old. As has been
noted, this is essentially legislation to ensure that
serious sexual offenders who have done their time but
are still believed to pose an unacceptable risk to the
community are subject to post-sentence supervision
orders or detention. That is the basic thrust of it. We
often get caught up in a lot of the debate without
explaining the basic thrust of the legislation.
There are substantive changes in the bill. Supervision
orders can be imposed for 15 years, and the court can
impose a range of onerous conditions on offenders
subject to supervision orders, including curfews,
electronic monitoring, movement restriction,
prohibition from being near schools and a range of
others conditions, including attending compulsory
rehabilitation regimes. There are also technical
amendments. These reforms have been supported by all
sides in this Parliament. They are a tranche of what we
see as substantive reforms, which come directly from
the tragic murder of Masa Vukotic by Sean Price while
he was on a supervision order. That basically
demonstrated there were critical weaknesses in the
scheme that needed to be addressed.
The government acted quickly to review oversight,
particularly in terms of those offenders living within the
community. Some offenders were taken back to Corella
Place. That facility has 24/7 monitoring, and whilst
those offenders on orders can leave, they can only leave
under full supervision. I will go into some of those
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numbers. It is important to say, though, that as we
strengthen these orders, the number of individuals on
detention and supervision orders will grow. Currently
there are 55 individuals at Corella Place, and we are
currently planning a further facility at the Emu Creek
annex to ensure that we have capacity for more
individuals on detention and supervision orders should
we need it.
The amendments in the bill are designed to strengthen
the current scheme right now — certainly by the bill’s
commencement date at the end of the year. As soon as
it receives royal assent we want as many of these
provisions in place as we can, so we are acting as
quickly as we can. One of the key provisions in the bill
changes the nature of bail to ensure that there is a
presumption against bail. Should a person on a
supervision order commit a serious indictable offence,
there is a presumption against bail for the courts when
they are considering bail allocations. Some would
argue, as we have heard, that the court should do that
anyway; it should not necessarily be legislated for. But
we are lawmakers and so we are putting that into the
law.
One of the other more substantive areas of the bill is
that it provides for the establishment of a joint
corrections and police specialist response unit. That is
to be embedded in the sex offenders management
branch of Corrections Victoria and will be operating
from December. I think Mr Bourman made the point
that it is very difficult to deal with many serious sex
offenders because of the very nature of who they are
and what they are, and you need expertise to deal with
them. It is not something you would simply ask a
young officer to deal with without the appropriate
experience and training.
There are other important provisions in the bill, and
members have gone through most of those. As I said,
the scheme is about making sure that rehabilitation for
this specific group of people does not outweigh the
requirement for community safety. However, I said
earlier that the bill is not the be-all or end-all; there will
always be change.
The bill fits in with the Harper review, which the
government called for. We acted immediately to review
and put in place stronger provisions where we could.
We introduced legislation to strengthen the legal
parameters around monitoring, supervision, police
powers and stopping bail if there are indictable offences
committed. In the longer term we have the Harper
review, which is currently underway, and I will make
some comments on that because I know Mr Bourman
and Mr O’Donohue want some specific information.
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The Harper review is a major review headed up by
Judge David Harper. The panel includes forensic
psychiatrist Professor Paul Mullen and criminal law
expert Professor Bernadette McSherry. It is not only
looking at the principal act but also at schemes that
operate across the world. Victoria is at the bottom of the
global map, but there are a lot of countries dealing with
very similar issues in terms of getting that balance to
ensure community protection. If there is best practice
somewhere else in the world in terms of how they get
the balance right between protecting the community
and protecting liberty, then we should certainly
consider it and bring it forward. The Harper review will
consider that, and we will act on the review.
In terms of the Harper review, on these complex issues
it is important that occasionally we look at the entire
framework of strengthening the community in the cases
of people who continue to pose an unreasonable threat
to the community, despite the fact that they have done
their time and despite rehabilitation strategies. What are
we going to do? The government will wait for that
review of the whole governance model. It will review
operations, case management and the interface between
criminal justice and mental health services in relation to
offenders. The review ends at the end of this month, but
in the meantime we have this bill, which will quickly be
put in place to operate whilst we await the outcomes of
the Harper review and determine the response to it.
I also thank Ms Pennicuik for her comments on the
bill’s statement of compatibility with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. I know
she reads every piece of legislation word for word,
cover to cover. She certainly picked up on that issue. It
was a good comment, and she showed that it is a
serious part of the legislative process and that the
government needs to take it seriously. Perhaps when we
are looking at that we may look at models to improve
that process. I will go back and have a good read of it
myself and look at the points she raised and at whether
that is the sort of quality we can put across all
legislation.
I turn to some of the questions raised by
Mr O’Donohue in terms of what the opposition wants
clarity on. I acknowledge the opposition’s support for
the bill; throughout the history of this legislation it has
pretty much received support from everyone.
Mr O’Donohue asked about the current numbers on the
scheme. I am happy to advise that there are currently
119 offenders on the scheme: 55 of them are at Corella
Place, 17 are in prison, 47 are in the community and 2
are in prison on detention orders under the scheme. A
Supreme Court judge has to make those detention
orders, and they are for very serious offenders who
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pose an exceedingly serious threat to the community. I
will talk about some of the other things Mr O’Donohue
raised soon.
In regard to the release of the Harper review, which the
opposition raised a question about, I can say that the
minister has pledged to release as much of the report as
possible, with appropriate redactions. That has been the
case in relation to other similar types of reports. We are
keen to ensure that these protections for the community
are put in place as soon as possible, and we will release
the report as soon as appropriate and release as much of
it as we can.
It is worth saying a little more about electronic
monitoring. It is about ensuring that offenders do not
breach the act and that we maintain good supervision of
them. If offenders breach the requirements of their
electronic monitoring, they will receive a five-year
sentence — that is quite a serious sentence. The issue of
electronic monitoring devices is not quite simple. We
refer to it simply as electronic monitoring, but currently
offenders in the community are monitored by a range of
devices. There are global positioning systems, GPSs,
for exclusion and inclusion conditions — that is, when
you are out or when you are in — and those systems are
tracked electronically.
Some offenders under the scheme are monitored by
what is called secure continuous remote alcohol
monitoring, or SCRAM. That is for alcohol abstinence.
We know that with many people on supervision orders
there is a link between alcohol and a lack of control, or
however you want to put it. There is a risk that with
alcohol the danger increases, so SCRAM devices are
also used. Some offenders are monitored by both GPS
and SCRAM, so we know whether they are going to
the pub and so we can check that it is working; they
may be going somewhere else. All offenders — those
55 offenders currently at Corella Place — are subject to
GPS and radiofrequency monitoring to check where
they are in regard to curfew conditions. If you are at
Corella Place, you have the two forms of monitoring at
least, and if you leave the facility, you can only leave
under direct supervision.
In finishing up, in terms of the police numbers, those
who go to the — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! We have run out of time.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
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Committee
Clause 1
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister, in his summing up, for addressing some of the
issues I raised during the course of the second-reading
debate, particularly those related to the current numbers
of offenders under supervision. The minister spoke
about electronic monitoring. Could he confirm how
many of the 47 offenders in the community are
currently being electronically monitored?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — As I said before, all 55 offenders at Corella
Place are under electronic monitoring, and there are
20 offenders on supervision orders in the community
who are on electronic monitoring. So if you add them
together, there are currently 75 all up. I should say that
with Corella Place people move back and forth, so the
numbers are a little bit flexible, but currently there are
20 in the community under electronic monitoring.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that answer. Notwithstanding that the
individual circumstances for this cohort change with
changes to a risk profile as a result of information that
may become available, can the minister confirm that the
bill before us will not alter the test per se for whether
those in the community who are subject to the scheme
will be electronically monitored?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I will just clarify whether the bill could
increase the number of people under supervision. The
bill clearly increases the penalties and tidies up around
that, for instance. If an offender tampers with the
electronic monitoring, it becomes an offence subject to
a penalty of five years. I will just seek some advice.
It is as I thought: the bill does not change the current
test for whether a person needs electronic monitoring or
the form of electronic monitoring.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I
appreciate that answer, and I appreciate the additional
penalties and other reforms, but that confirms my
assumption that the bill will codify the electronic
monitoring process that currently exists and has existed
for some time.
I thank the minister for his confirmation in relation to
the advice of the Minister for Corrections about the
Harper review being made public; I appreciate him
putting that on the record. Could he also provide some
advice about the bail review that is currently on foot,
which was announced in January by the
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Attorney-General? When is it likely to be completed,
and will the same transparency be provided in relation
to that review, noting that elements of this bill deal with
bail?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The first thing to say is that I am not here
representing the Attorney-General, so I am limited to
speaking on this particular bill. However, this bill,
assuming that it passes, will make amendments to the
Bail Act 1977. I am not in a position to answer part of
your question. However, I understand that in response
to a question put by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee the Attorney-General flagged
that we would strengthen the Bail Act. That is the most
I can say.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister. I appreciate that these issues are in the
purview of the Attorney-General, but if there is any
other advice the minister could provide about the
completion of this review and whether it will be made
public in due course, I would appreciate it.
I invite the minister to respond to the issue of police
resources. As I said in my contribution to the
second-reading debate, the opposition welcomes the
embedding of police in the sex offenders management
branch of Corrections Victoria. What additional
resources will be provided to Victoria Police to
undertake this work?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I am advised that the new police members on
the joint corrections and Victoria Police specialist
response unit will be experienced officers. Obviously
you would not put young officers in there. Those
officers will be backfilled; there are additional
resources. It takes the government’s funding increase to
about 600 further police. I am advised that they will be
backfilled with new police.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that answer. I note that the number of
police members in Victoria has not changed relative to
the statistics available when the coalition left office. Is
there any specific appropriation attached to this
legislation that will provide for that backfilling, as the
minister described it, or will these resources be
provided from the operational budget as per the budget
handed down in May?
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Infrastructure Victoria board
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Special Minister
of State. I refer to the qualification requirements in
section 14 of the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015,
which require the minister to be satisfied that appointed
directors have knowledge and experience of
infrastructure delivery. I ask: which appointed directors
have that experience in infrastructure delivery?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think that in Mr Rich-Phillips’s substantive question,
my substantive answer and his supplementary
proposition to me we may be arguing the toss about
what the definition of infrastructure delivery may be. I
am anticipating that Mr Rich-Phillips may go down an
engineering vortex on this issue as distinct from
considering people who are responsible for the design,
the financing and the arranging of infrastructure
delivery projects, of whom there are a number.
Mr Rich-Phillips — The actual building?
Mr JENNINGS — The responsibility for building
them is through the prism of making a project happen,
and there are a number of members of the board. I will
only single out the chair of the board, Jim Miller, who
has been responsible for not only putting together the
financial arrangements but dealing through the various
contractual arrangements and seeing projects to
completion. So by my definition of the delivery of
infrastructure — —
Mr Drum — The Labor Party’s definition.
Mr JENNINGS — Until today I would not have
thought the engagement in infrastructure of Mr Miller
would have been brought into question in terms of
whether he has particular expertise and has been
associated with a range of infrastructure delivery
projects across the nation. By definition the chair
delivers the outcome and the expectation, which was in
legislation as outlined to the chamber. Maybe
Mr Rich-Phillips will bring into doubt the calibre of the
individuals, both the private members of the board and
the public servants who not only are charged with
responsibility for implementing the policies of this
government but by law, by public policy settings, by
protocols and by the consideration of the needs of the
community have an enduring interest in and an
obligation to account for the long-term needs of this
community.
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In the last 24 hours I have been subjected to criticism,
not only the implied criticism in Mr Rich-Phillips’s
question today but the specific criticism of one of his
colleagues, which indicated that it was in fact news to
the opposition that three senior public servants were
going to be part of the board. This was something that
was announced prior to the implementation of the
legislation. It was subject to lengthy consideration by
the Parliament and it was endorsed by the Parliament
that that was the model, yet one of Mr Rich-Phillips’s
colleagues has come out in the last 24 hours and said
the opposition seems to oppose the three permanent
heads as being part of the Infrastructure Victoria board.
In terms of the commitment, the clarity, the continuity
of focus and effort and the determination to deliver an
independent viable board, to establish policy and
analytical capability and to have people who focus on
the delivery of infrastructure outcomes, the government
is confident that it will satisfy the expectations it has
raised on behalf of the community. We have very high
expectations of the delivery of Infrastructure Victoria in
terms of its mindset, its discipline and the advice it will
provide the Victorian people. I do not think the
opposition should desert the ship within the 24-hour
horizon.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer. I
note it is very telling, President, that of a board of
seven, the only person the minister could identify as
having experience in infrastructure delivery was the
new chair, Jim Miller, which begs the question of what
the minister’s considerations were in the appointment
of the other three independent directors. The minister
referred in his opening statement to the engineering
vortex around this appointment, and I ask: can the
minister confirm that no member of the Infrastructure
Victoria board has experience or qualifications in civil
engineering or construction?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I can
actually confirm to my knowledge that none of the
members of the board have qualifications in
engineering. I can confirm that. However, going back to
the first question the member asked and my answer to
him, in terms of the responsibility for delivering
projects, they do not necessarily have to be delivered in
their totality. Whilst engineers are a critical part of the
construction industry in terms of the expertise that is
brought together in the design and the project
management, that is not the brief of Infrastructure
Victoria.
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Infrastructure Victoria is mindful of how we identify
the appropriate infrastructure needs of our community,
how we account for them in the years to come and how
we can account for them being delivered. And I would
say that there are any number of people who have been
associated with the delivery of projects.

Stronger Country Bridges program
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Leader of the Government, representing the
Premier. Can the minister explain why 10 of the
48 bridges earmarked for upgrade as part of the
Stronger Country Bridges program are in or within
4 kilometres of the Premier’s metropolitan Assembly
electorate of Mulgrave?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Morris for his question. I would hope the way
our chamber deals with this question and the answer is
reasonable and that we do not have the repetitive
interjections and points of order that have been taken in
the other chamber. That should allow for at least some
understanding from the community’s perspective and
that of anybody in the gallery of what this program is
designed to do.
The program is designed to support country roads and
bridges, yes. It is designed to support regional
economies, absolutely. In fact the opposition in the
other place distributed for the benefit of the media a
Google map which identifies with red dots where the
funds from this commitment by the Andrews
government have been allocated — the first pass of
roads and bridges, particularly bridge strengthening
projects, across regional Victoria. There is quite a
spread on the map. The source document the opposition
relied on actually demonstrates that right throughout
Victoria there are — —
Mr Dalidakis — East to west!
Mr JENNINGS — East to west, north to south —
relatively few south! Nonetheless, there is a spread
across regional Victoria of the projects that have been
funded by this government. Certainly that was not
recognised in the political argy-bargy in the Assembly
when this matter was raised, even though the source
document that the opposition relied on demonstrates red
dots dispersed across the Victorian landscape in relation
to these projects.
Mr Morris — President, my point of order goes to
relevance. My question directly related to the 10 of the
48 bridges that are within the Premier’s metropolitan
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seat of Mulgrave. I am requesting whether or not he
understands — —
Mr JENNINGS — Are you sure that is right?
Mr Morris — In or within 4 kilometres. I ask you,
President, to bring the minister back to the question that
I asked.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The point of order is
valid to the extent that it does raise the question of
relevance. Nonetheless, my view is that the minister,
given that the program referred to is a statewide
program, is entitled in a context sense to discuss the
whole program. I have little doubt that with 2 minutes
and 9 seconds remaining the minister will come to the
specific question that was raised in regard to bridges
that appear to be in a metropolitan electorate.
Mr JENNINGS — Thank you, President, for your
confidence. I would encourage Mr Morris to be a little
bit more patient in future because in fact I was setting
the scene with the spread of projects, as you would
expect, funded through this program across the
Victorian landscape. Let us just make sure that that
issue is clear, as it was not clear in the Legislative
Assembly because of frivolous and persistent points of
order that interrupted the flow of my colleagues trying
to explain it.
Beyond this, Mr Morris’s original question did identify
that in fact there are some bridges to be reinforced that
are in proximity to the Premier’s electorate — they are
certainly not in it, as the member has described in his
point of order. The relevance of this issue is that the
program has been designed to support transport
connections across regional Victoria, in particular ones
that are either unsafe or in poor physical condition and
are deteriorating and require strengthening, to support
by and large freight movements across the Victorian
landscape. The freight transport links from regional
Victoria into the port, into the financial centre of
Melbourne, warrant the support of projects that feed
into major arterial road connections that not only
traverse regional Victoria but go into the metropolitan
area to support that important freight connection. Those
points have been made.
One of my colleagues in the other place did identify
that regional roads eventually become metropolitan
roads by the time they reach certain parts of the
Victorian geography and economy and that underpins
the investments.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not need the
continued yelling and persistent interjections from my
left. The minister, to finalise his answer.
Mr JENNINGS — I think I have almost got there.
What we are talking about is supporting regional
communities by making wise investments, and we
believe that is what we have done.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. In the government’s media
release of 19 February 2015 announcing the Stronger
Country Bridges program, the Premier said:
There are bridges on some of our major freight corridors that
semitrailers and B-doubles can’t even cross.

So I ask the minister: is he aware of how many of the
10 bridges earmarked for upgrade that are in or within
4 kilometres of the Premier’s electorate this statement
applies to?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Interestingly enough, in his supplementary question
Mr Morris has joined me in the logic that I outlined to
the chamber about what the imperative and the utility of
these investments may be. I am glad that at least there is
recognition of the value of the proposition that I have
put to the chamber. Indeed in the underpinning of those
investments there is an inherent logic that Mr Morris
has acknowledged in his supplementary question. That
is the logic — —
Mr Ondarchie — My point of order, President,
goes to relevance. Mr Morris’s question was quite
specific around the country hamlet of Mulgrave, and I
ask you to bring the minister back to answering the
supplementary question.
Mr Drum — On the point of order, President, I
think it also goes to verballing. The question asked as a
supplementary question was nothing like what was
repeated by the minister. Effectively there has to be a
recognition that the minister cannot stand up and
effectively verbal, incorrectly, the question that was put
before him.
Mr Leane — On the point of order, President, the
standing orders do not refer to verballing, I don’t think.
I’ll be a stickler on this one.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In truth the stickler is
correct. The standing orders do not refer to verballing,
but obviously it is an unacceptable practice which the
Chair not only discourages but in fact in most cases will
intervene upon.
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In this case I do not believe it was verballing. In his
substantive answer the minister had referred to the
importance of the infrastructure in terms of having the
capability of meeting the needs of current transport
modes — the B-doubles and so forth — which in turn
was reflected in the supplementary question. So to the
extent that the minister has picked up on that aspect I
think it is perfectly in court, and in both situations there
is a consistency in the remarks that have been made.
Mr Ondarchie’s point of order goes to the question of
whether or not the minister is being relevant in his
answer. To the extent that the minister has picked up on
the question and referred back to his original answer —
and in many ways his original answer did reflect on the
very matter that has now been raised in the
supplementary question — I think the minister is being
relevant.
Mr JENNINGS — Thank you, President, for your
support and for your guidance to the chamber on the
answer that I was giving. There is a difference between
necessarily being relevant and actually setting the
policy settings so that our community may understand
the reasons why these investments have been made. To
that extent I thank the opposition for asking the
question and providing me with the opportunity. Let us
go to the specifics and the nature of Mr Morris’s
question. I will have to take advice on the individual
project and infrastructure needs that relate to the
specifics of his supplementary question.

Stronger Country Bridges program
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Regional Development.
Given that the Andrews government launched the
Stronger Country Bridges program in Gippsland, can
the minister confirm that there has been just one solitary
bridge chosen in the whole of Gippsland for upgrade
from this program, compared to a dozen being chosen
by the Andrews government in metropolitan
Melbourne?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I thank Ms Bath for her question.
What I would say in response is that this program is
about bridge strengthening for freight efficiency. Some
of the projects that are shown on the map the opposition
has circulated today — that is, the map that the
government provided in the course of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings —
certainly do indicate that there are a number of projects
that will benefit freight producers in Ms Bath’s
electorate.
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Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the minister
for her answer. It is my understanding that the
identified bridge is in or around the Tyers area and is
the only one in Gippsland. I ask: will the minister now
guarantee to country Victorians that the government
will stop using funding from the pool of money that the
Premier said was for country bridges to upgrade
Melbourne’s freeway bridges?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) — I will explain again that this program
is around strengthening bridges for freight efficiency.
As Mr Jennings indicated earlier, and as my colleagues
the Premier and the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety have indicated in the lower house, for Gippsland
producers needing stronger and improved freight routes
these bridge strengthening projects will provide benefit,
as Gippsland producers in this instance, who I am sure
are Ms Bath’s particular interest, take their goods to
market. What I would also indicate though is that the
government is very committed to improving country
bridges and roads, upgrading level crossings and
overcoming the neglect of the former government.

Water policy
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Special Minister of State. Can the minister
outline the government’s plans, as the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water herself
proposed, to activate the desalination plant to provide
irrigation water to the agricultural sector in northern
and western Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Ramsay for his question. I know there is
nothing in the standing orders relating to verballing, but
I just use that as a preamble to my response to
Mr Ramsay. During the course of this week the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
has indicated that while there may be no plan, as
Mr Ramsay asserts, there has in fact been consideration
of the appropriateness of using any water available to
the people of Victoria in the months and years ahead in
light of very low rainfall levels and what continues to
look like being a return to drought conditions across the
Victorian landscape. That is the way all measures
should be considered as part of the appropriate policy,
infrastructure and water allocation mix to support
Victorian communities at a time when there is low
rainfall and water storages are diminishing. In fact we
should consider the wisdom of using a mixture of
public policy settings, guidance and support to the
community and also consider what might be the trigger
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points for using the desalination plant or any other
water resources that are available to us.
That is the context that my colleague has set this week.
Whilst there is no formal plan that has been adopted by
the government, there are matters that should be
appropriately considered by a responsible government
supporting communities at a time of climatic stress. The
availability of water is a diminishing resource almost on
a daily basis across the Victorian landscape because of
prevailing weather conditions.
Supplementary question
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I thank the
Leader of the Government for his answer and note that
he indicated there was no plan. In my supplementary
question I ask: can the minister explain to the house
how the water will be transported to regional Victoria
and in particular how the north–south pipeline will
become the south–north pipeline?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
know that the President might have been perplexed
about whether this is a very long bow in terms of the
original question and this outcome, and in fact — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — There was, actually.
Mr Ramsay may not have been listening, but there was
quite a substantive answer to his question. It was
actually quite a frame that related to his supplementary
question in a way that perhaps the President did not see
how it did.
The issue of water resources across the Victorian
landscape depends upon the release of the available
water resource — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — You know very little. It seems
you know very little about this issue of how water
resource allocations work across the river system, the
water grid system and the piping system across
Victoria. There is a release of allocations that can have
knock-on consequences for parts of Victoria that may
be geographically very separate, and using all of that
infrastructure is a possible construct to the answer.

Swinburne University of Technology former
Lilydale campus
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Training and Skills.
Given the Andrews Labor government’s election
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commitment to having students studying at the Lilydale
TAFE for the 2016 year, what is the expected
enrolment of students for the start of the TAFE year in
February 2016?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is kind of galling to even get such a
question from the opposition. You would think they
would be hiding under their benches when it comes to
the impact of the TAFE cuts, particularly on the
Lilydale campus of Swinburne.
For the benefit of the house, following the
approximately $300 million cut to TAFE funding, to
public provision across Victoria, there were campuses
closed all over Victoria, and perhaps the most
significant one was the Lilydale campus, the only
public facility that provided training and higher
education for the whole Yarra Valley. It was an
incredible part of that community. It was a massive
facility, a terrific facility — closed, padlocked, bolted,
shut.
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Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the member for his question. I should
have said, of course, that there was a panel also
appointed to assess the educational needs of those
students. It is not something that I would seek to have a
hands-on impact on; it needs a proper process, and as I
said, Swinburne is the owner. The member asked for a
time, and I will give it very shortly, as soon as I can,
when I get the advice, when that process is concluded.
But can I just say: what a gall — what a gall when it
comes to those students. The opposition closed one of
the most significant university campuses in this state —
in the entire Yarra Valley.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister is being
very provocative in his approach, which makes it very
difficult for me to rein in the interjections from the
opposition, and going to a point Mr Ondarchie made
earlier in the session, it was also debating.

We did not think that was good enough, and we made a
commitment to reopen that campus, and we are very
proud of that. It is big task. When you close it down,
you lock the doors and it has to come back you have
lost your student enrolments, you have lost your
marketing and you have lost a whole heap of
infrastructure.

Mr HERBERT — On the point that was made,
whilst the previous government closed down this major
university TAFE facility it did open a small facility
with Box Hill, I think it was on the old Ford site, which
is providing some training opportunities for students. It
is very limited, and when we do open this major site I
would think that will transfer straight across into it.

Swinburne is the principal owner of the site. We
established an expression of interest (EOI) process, and
those expressions of interest are in. I am confident that
the campus will reopen next year and there will be
students. We are at the stage of finalising the preferred
tenderer. This is, as the member would know, a
two-stage process which Swinburne agreed to, being
the owners of the land. The first was to assess any
expressions of interest, firstly on educational grounds,
and once that had been done, the second was for
Swinburne to open the envelope in terms of the funding
price. The price is governed by the valuer-general, and I
am very confident that in the not-too-distant future that
process will come to an end and we will have
announcements to make.

Timber industry

Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer and I note his reference to the
EOI process, which closed, as I understand it, several
months ago. I also note that students are looking for
courses for next year now, so I ask by way of a
supplementary question: when will the minister
announce the new operator for the Lilydale TAFE site?

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture. I refer to comments
made by the minister in this house on 15 September.
The minister stated that there were 316 coupes added to
the timber release plan (TRP) but 284 coupes were
removed and that the total coupe area was unchanged
before and after.
The minister also wrote in her written response:
Of the 284 coupes removed from the TRP … 224 were
successfully regenerated …

Will the minister inform the house what the current
definition and criteria to meet ‘successfully
regenerated’ are and if audit reports detailing these have
been completed for each coupe?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question and her ongoing
interest in this matter. As members would be aware, I
have previously responded to this question and
followed up with a more detailed explanation. The
timber release plan process is a business-as-usual
activity in terms of ensuring an open and transparent
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process around which there is an opportunity for
consultation from interested parties to manage areas for
potential timber harvesting over a period of the next
five years. This is something that VicForests does to
manage the resource in a way that is clear to everyone
involved, and as Ms Dunn indicated, there is also
obviously a great deal of record keeping in each
location around the different states of regeneration.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer, and my supplementary
question is: in relation to the 224 coupes that have been
logged, do all coupes meet the definition criteria of
what ‘successfully regenerated’ is and what checks and
balances are in place so the minister can be certain?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her further question on this matter.
As the member is well aware, the government is
committed to a sustainable industry. We are supporting
the establishment of a task force to explore areas where
there may be a consensus between industry,
environmental groups and other parties to explore
opportunities for reform, and the government is
supporting that work. VicForests undertakes a great
deal of work and observes regeneration. It supports the
recovery efforts of the Leadbeater’s possum, as the
member is well aware, there are rigorous processes in
place and there is extensive reporting on these areas that
are of interest from a range of different industry
perspectives.

Climate change
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for Mr Jennings representing the Premier.
The Bureau of Meteorology yesterday updated its
climate outlook for October to December, only two
weeks after it originally produced an outlook. It is clear
from that information that there are going to be some
significant climate challenges to Victoria over the
coming three to six months. There is now an 80 per
cent chance of above average daytime and night-time
temperatures and an 80 per cent chance of below
average rainfall. Can the minister detail for me what
plan the government has developed or is developing for
this coming six months across government as a whole
to respond to what will clearly be the major challenge
for the state of Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Thank you, President, for the opportunity to answer
Mr Barber’s question. I thank him for his concern about
the wellbeing of not only the Victorian community but
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the Victorian landscape and our ability to stay safe and
secure across what might be a very onerous summer for
Victoria. The government does recognise the potential
risks that are associated with adverse climatic
conditions. We accept the underlying logic, that some
members in this chamber perhaps do not accept, that
over more than perhaps the last 20 years there has been
a prevailing underlying drought that has permeated the
Victorian climate settings and the landscape in Victoria,
which means that notwithstanding the fact that we had a
significant flood event in 2011–12, if it had not been for
that very dramatic flood event then the Victorian
landscape may have remained parched, as it was for a
decade prior to that event.
The Victorian government has been mindful of that,
and my colleague the Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development some months ago
brought to the consideration of cabinet a framework to
deal with drought support for affected communities and
the policy settings in terms of the way in which
government responds to the potential threats to our
agricultural community and to communities across
Victoria. We understand the stress that many
communities are currently experiencing, and we are
anticipating them getting worse.
Also, my colleague the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, without necessarily going
to the mature plan description that was embedded in
Mr Ramsay’s proposition earlier in question time today,
has identified the prevailing water conditions across
Victorian storage systems, particularly those supporting
communities, and she has identified that as an issue for
the government to respond to. For instance,
Melbourne’s metropolitan water supply may be down
to about 70 per cent of reserves, but that is not the most
dramatic because in parts of western Victoria’s
catchments it is as low as 30 per cent. The minister has
advised of the need to design potential strategies to deal
with that matter, and that goes to the heart of the
question I raised in relation to Mr Ramsay’s question:
how do you get either policy settings or water supply to
communities in times of drought?
My colleagues who have provided that advice to
cabinet were encouraged to work with other parts of
government to develop a concerted plan and strategy
for us to make sure that we respond to the needs of our
communities in the months ahead. That will involve
care in relation to health services being mobilised to
provide timely and appropriate support to communities
in terms of heat stress, particularly for older and
isolated members of our communities, and for other
emergency services to make sure that we are on high
alert in relation to the effort that we may bring to bear.
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For instance, in relation to fire management we can call
on more than 3000 individuals who will support our
firefighting effort, of whom about one-third are
standing professional firefighters who are going to be
engaged over summer as part of the Victorian agencies.
We will make sure that across government and together
with our communities we rise up to meet these
challenges, acknowledging the underlying climatic
conditions that mean that as a community we need to
confront them on a regular basis into the future.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Are there
any other ministers who will also be bringing forward
plans to respond to these climatic challenges?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Barber for his recognition that there are
whole-of-government elements to this story. Beyond
the prime leadership of the agencies that I identified it
should not be read down that there is not an interest
amongst my other colleagues — for instance, in relation
to evacuation procedures in times of emergencies and
the way in which aspects of the health system, the
education system and the community services
components of government in terms of emergency
relief and other social support programs will be
identified as part of a cogent response. The leadership
of my two colleagues the Minister for Agriculture, who
is also the Minister for Regional Development, and the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
will be the prime movers of these policy settings at the
moment, but it is our intention to have a
whole-of-government response.

Environmental watering
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question
today is to the Leader of the Government in his
capacity representing the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. Last year in December
situations arose in Victoria’s north where
environmental watering plans were modified halfway
through their implementation. At the time questions
were raised as to why this was done, and it was
recognised by the minister that proper process was not
followed. What is the government doing to ensure that
this does not occur again?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Young for his question. In the answers I have
given to Mr Barber and Mr Ramsay today I have
identified that there is a recognition by the Victorian
government of the major stress in place in relation to
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our waterways, our reserve system and the
communities that rely on them. What we would hope
for out of that recognition is a planned and appropriate
way to allow for environmental water release to provide
for safe and reliable water supply to our regional towns,
in anticipation of adverse and continuing lack of
rainfall, and to support the agricultural community.
There is a delicate balance in the water allocations we
are going to be confronted with in the months to come.
On behalf of the government I recognise that it is
unwise to embark upon a concerted approach to either
environmental water management or other consumptive
or productive uses of water and then change it, although
there may be circumstances which warrant that, such as
acute pressures that arise from time to time. It is much
better to have a concerted plan that is understood and
accepted by all stakeholders in the community and then
to proceed with it.
The challenge for the government at the moment is,
within those risks and threats to the viability of
Victorian communities and waterways, to try to
determine in a very sharp and focused way how that
balance should be struck and how our communities will
be involved. We need to understand those various
sometimes competing elements and how a plan can be
implemented with certainty and confidence in the
months ahead. That certainty equally applies to any
stakeholder in Victoria in relation to what their interests
may be in the availability of water and the purposes it
may be put to. I hope my colleague, her department and
agencies of government will be able to deliver on that
consistent, well-accepted and understood frame of the
availability of water into the future.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. My supplementary question is:
if the entire allocation of environmental water is not
used, possibly as a result of a modification to the
watering plan, what is the government’s view on that
extra water being sold off for purposes other than
environmental use?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It is a
very interesting and telling situation that during the
course of this question time in terms of the policy
discussions and the consideration of this chamber in
relation to water allocation, which has not been a
feature of this chamber, from three different vantage
points we have had an accelerated consideration of
these matters today. I think it is totally appropriate that
there is an accelerated interest in this issue. I do accept
that.
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Mr Young will know, if he has followed the public
policy consideration of these issues, particularly in
drought situations, that not only can water allocations
across the Victorian landscape — or across the
Murray-Darling Basin for that matter, or across the
national landscape — vary on the basis of how they are
allocated but they are also allocated in terms of time.
That might be the answer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Telephone drug dispensing service
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Minister for
Families and Children, Ms Mikakos, representing the
Minister for Health. Two weeks ago Ms Pulford
advised that she would approach Victoria’s health
minister about making access to medical abortion in the
context of discussions around RU486 more available to
rural and regional women. A week later the Tabbot
Foundation launched its phone-in operation to dispense
RU486 across Australia, including to women in rural
and regional Victoria. Medical evidence clearly
demonstrates that women who take RU486 run a high
risk of sepsis, uncontrolled bleeding and other
complications necessitating the medical warning that
the drug should not be taken if a woman is more than
1 hour from an emergency medical facility. Various
members of the Australian Medical Association have,
as a result, spoken out against this new dispensing
service. What role did the government play in the
Tabbot Foundation offering this service in Victoria?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. The
Tabbot Foundation is a non-government organisation
based in New South Wales, and it is providing a
telehealth medical termination service. I am advised
that the Victorian government has played no role in its
decision to deliver this service in Victoria. It is a fact
that Ms Pulford is a terrific advocate for regional
Victoria, and I know she has some concerns about the
inequitable access that regional Victorian women face
in accessing termination services. But in terms of the
timing, it is clearly coincidental, and the advice I have
is that the Victorian government has played no role in
this particular announcement being made.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for her answer
and her assurance. I am relieved to hear that the
government has had no role in this high-risk service.
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However, it is now operating in Victoria. Given the
medical evidence, particularly the fact that women
should not be taking RU486 if they are more than
1 hour from an emergency facility, what action has the
government taken, in light of the Tabbot Foundation’s
sale of this drug across Victoria, to safeguard rural and
regional women from being exposed to unnecessary
risks? For example, is the government ensuring that
Victorian women are aware of these risks?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her supplementary
question. It is important to be clear that the Victorian
government is not responsible for the regulation of
mifepristone, commonly known as RU486. This is an
area of federal responsibility. The advice I have is that
the Therapeutic Goods Administration and the
commonwealth Department of Health are considering
whether the Tabbot Foundation’s service is consistent
with regulation and safe practice.
RU486 is a safe and reliable method of termination. Of
course all pharmaceuticals carry some risk of adverse
consequences for some people in some cases, but the
advice I have is that mifepristone is generally well
tolerated by consumers. RU486 is a pharmaceutical
prescribed by doctors who have had specific training
and are registered, and the government has confidence
in the decision-making of medical professionals to
prescribe this drug safely and appropriately.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have answers to the following questions on notice: 455,
1097, 1126, 1265–73, 1275–8, 1330, 2100–6.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of
Mr Rich-Phillips’s initial question to Mr Jennings, I am
mindful that Mr Rich-Phillips quoted a particular
section of the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 in
respect of the qualifications of directors appointed to
Infrastructure Victoria, and in that context it is valid
that there be an explanation of the qualifications of the
people who have been appointed. I accept that they may
not be engineering qualifications and that there may
well be an issue as to what constitutes experience in
delivering projects, and the question and the answer
might not be in contradiction in that matter at any rate,
but I do accept, given that there is a public interest

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
3496

COUNCIL

factor in terms of the act’s provision, that it is
appropriate to seek an explanation of those
qualifications, so I ask that the minister provide that
within two days.
In respect of Mr Morris’s questions to Mr Jennings on
metropolitan bridges that have been funded under the
Stronger Country Bridges program, the minister did
provide some information that was apposite to those
questions. However, in his supplementary question
Mr Morris specifically asked which of the metropolitan
projects needed to be addressed in terms of not being
suitable for semitrailers and B-doubles, and it is
appropriate that that question be responded to. Again
because it involves another minister, it should be
responded to within two days.
In respect of Mr Ramsay’s question to Mr Jennings on
how the delivery of water would occur, I am in some
difficulty because I believe the minister would have got
to that answer had he not been hit with a barrage of
interjections. I think those interjections prevented the
house from hearing today about the technical aspects of
how the north–south pipeline could play a role in water
distribution. In some ways I am reluctant to impose on
the minister a requirement to answer the question
because I believe the house impinged on his ability to
do so. On balance, I ask that the minister respond to the
supplementary question asked by Mr Ramsay on the
role of the north–south pipeline.
Mr O’Donohue asked Mr Herbert about the
announcement of a new operator for the Lilydale TAFE
site. I note that the minister said he would make that
announcement as soon as possible. I hope the minister
might be able to clarify that time frame. I accept what
was put by the questioner in that at this time many
young people are looking at courses and so forth for
next year.
Mr Herbert — I can be of some assistance. I am
happy to provide an answer, but the sale is between
Swinburne and someone who is purchasing it, so the
timing is not all about the government. The government
is putting in money; the government has $10 million.
The PRESIDENT — That may well constitute the
bones of an answer. I direct that Mr O’Donohue’s
supplementary question receive some further
explanation in that respect, and I understand the
minister’s guidance in this matter. The response should
be provided within one day.
In regard to Mr Young’s supplementary question to
Mr Jennings on whether there will be an opportunity for
the sale of water that is excess to environmental
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requirements, I ask that that also be considered with a
written response.
Mr Barber — On a point of order, President,
Ms Dunn’s questions to Ms Pulford, both the initial and
supplementary questions, were quite specific: one, what
are the criteria for a regenerated coupe; and two, how
many of the coupes the minister referred to in her
previous answer had met the criteria. The minister did
not come within a bull’s roar of giving either of those
figures, so I ask you to direct the minister to answer
those questions in the same way as you have just done
for others.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will arrange to get
copies of those questions so that I can review them and
I will make a determination a little later today.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Northern Victoria Region
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Racing. I
have mentioned a couple of times this week the
fantastic success of the Benalla Gold Cup, held on
Grand Final Friday. It was great to run into
representatives of other country clubs from towns in my
electorate. They were all enjoying the day. Country
cups are so important to regional Victoria. I ask the
Minister for Racing if the government intends to
support any other country cup meetings this year, and
what the form of that support would be.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Education. It
concerns the government’s funding allocation for new
portable classrooms, including five double-storey
portables, in the last budget. I note that one
double-storey portable has been allocated to Port
Melbourne Primary School, which is short of the two
that it needs. Many schools in my electorate like these
double-storey portables and rely on them. My question
is: will there be additional funds allocated for more than
five double-storey portable classrooms and will the
funds be in the current budget allocation, or will
schools in Port Melbourne, Middle Park and Albert
Park need to wait until May 2016?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Many members of my community are very concerned
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about overcrowding in schools in the suburbs within the
City of Banyule. These are suburbs from Ivanhoe in the
south to St Helena in the north, from Bundoora in the
west to Montmorency in the east. Schools in Banyule
are at their limit, and the closure of Bellfield Primary
School, Haig Street Primary School and Banksia
Latrobe Secondary College in 2011 made the situation
much worse. There is only one public high school in the
southern part of Banyule, and it is at capacity.
This is simply not good enough. All children deserve to
have access to high-quality public schools. That should
not be determined by postcode. Many communities
around Victoria are in need of new schools or school
upgrades, be they primary or secondary, and it is
important that these decisions be made in an open and
transparent manner and based on need. Will the
minister commit to ensuring that the Bellfield, Haig
Street and Banksia college sites are reserved for public
use and not disposed of?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. It relates to Portland-Nelson
Road in south-western Victoria. Following the
government’s scrapping of the coalition’s very
successful country roads and bridges program, we are
seeing many country roads deteriorate, especially roads
like Portland-Nelson Road. My question to the minister
is: what will the minister do to address the atrocious
condition of Portland-Nelson Road?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, the Honourable Luke Donnellan. It relates
to the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening. This is
a busy corridor, used by around 210 000 vehicles every
day. VicRoads estimates that this will rise to about
235 000 vehicles a day by 2031 as a result of our
growing population. The people in my electorate of
Western Metropolitan Region put up with high levels of
congestion, noise and air pollution. This is a highly
industrial electorate, and therefore traffic is greater in
the west than elsewhere in Victoria.
I note that this Monday works commenced on the
$1.3 billion CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening
project, with $70 million committed by the government
in this year’s budget. I ask that the minister update me
on how the works will reduce travel times and remove
trucks from suburban streets and outline the general
benefits for the people of the western suburbs.
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Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and is in response to a recent tour of local
roads in the Polwarth electorate I took with the Liberal
candidate for that lower house seat, Richard Riordan.
The Colac Otway Shire Council has indicated that it is
devastated by the loss of $1 million per year under the
country roads and bridges program that was
implemented by the coalition government. Many local
roads are suffering from a maintenance backlog. During
my trip from Colac to Apollo Bay we certainly noticed
the deterioration of the side pavement, and also the
potholes on the roads and the slow-passing lanes, which
are very important. If anyone has travelled along that
road, they will know it is quite steep and hilly, and the
side road for slow traffic has deteriorated to a point
where it has turned into a goat track. The action I seek
from the minister is that he provide funding to the
Colac Otway Shire to allow it, through VicRoads, to
upgrade that road as a matter of urgency.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
direct my constituency question to the Minister for
Families and Children. The coalition announced a
$2 million funding commitment to be managed by the
City of Kingston to establish a new learning facility on
the Chelsea Heights Primary School site. In 2014 a
commitment was made by the then opposition for
$350 000 for the Chelsea Heights Kindergarten. Given
the concern raised by the kindergarten with regard to a
$520 000 shortfall in funding for the proposal, will the
state government work with the council to meet the
shortfall, especially in light of the rate-capping policy in
Victoria?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Confusion surrounding the Transurban
proposal for a western distributor continues. The latest
episode apparently sees an array of bridges and
elevated roads that locals are calling Spaghetti Junction.
At least the people of Melbourne’s west have
something to think about while they are stuck in traffic.
Given this continued confusion and the wild
speculation as to what may be next, none of which
eases the congestion, will the minister consider
resurrecting the Premier’s much-vaunted and
shovel-ready West Gate diversion?
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence. My office often gets calls requesting
information and seeking support on family violence
matters. An area that has been constantly raised is
women’s refuges. Recently, whilst assisting a
constituent, it was reaffirmed to me that there is a need
for more women’s refuges in many more areas than
where they are currently located. My constituent is
fortunate to have the support of a friend who put both
her and her daughter up in a city hotel for four nights,
and he has put CCTV in and around her home at his
own expense. Thousands of women do not have the
support of someone like this good man. Women’s
refuges are bursting at the seams, and women and
children who are seeking safe refuge from violent
partners are being turned away. Will the minister
immediately review the shortage of refuges and not
wait for the conclusion and findings of the royal
commission, so that this issue can be addressed now to
reduce the enormous pressure on existing refuges
across Victoria?

SERIOUS SEX OFFENDERS (DETENTION
AND SUPERVISION) AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Committee
Resumed; further discussion of clause 1.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I apologise for the delay in responding; we
had question time and a few things happening.
In response to Mr O’Donohue’s inquiry, I am advised
that VicPol staff at the specialist response unit in
corrections are additional police, and the Department of
Justice and Regulation is funding the unit, including the
Victoria Police staff.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that advice. Can the minister confirm how
many sworn members that includes and how many are
non-sworn Victoria Police staff?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I cannot confirm that; I am not sure that we
have the numbers. I am happy to try to chase it up.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I would
appreciate if the minister could take that on notice and
provide the information when it comes to hand.
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I move now to the issue of the Premier’s comments in
the Age of 1 September, which I flagged in my
contribution to the second-reading debate. I ask the
minister to clarify what the Premier meant by this
statement:
We [need] to get this balance right, where there is perhaps too
many people being released into the community on these
orders, when the best place for them and the best place for
community safety would be to have those people behind bars.

As Ms Symes said in her contribution, and as I said in
my contribution, Corella Place is not a prison. For the
purposes of the act it is considered to be living in the
community, so I am not quite sure what the Premier
meant when he said, ‘have those people behind bars’.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Mr O’Donohue for his question. I do
not speak for the Premier; the Premier speaks for
himself. But clearly the issue the Premier was alluding
to was the fact that what happened in the case of Sean
Price was simply not acceptable. He believes we need
to toughen up the laws, which this bill does in terms of
making sure that we further protect the community. I
am sure the expression ‘behind bars’ is a euphemism
for being under supervision and in a community place.
Mr O’Donohue raised the issue of Corella Place, which
now has 55 people in it. It is a more secure environment
for people than their being out in the community.
I think we would agree that in terms of that side of
things, the issue goes further than this legislation and
the Harper review that is underway. We are at the
planning stage of an Emu Creek annex, a new 24/7,
staffed, electronically monitored residence facility —
the same as Corella — to expand capacity. I might not
have answered the question, but my intent was to say
we need to review the supervision orders, which have
been in place for six years. We need to make sure that
people are protected and that we do all we can to stop
the horrendous tragedy that occurred and led to this bill.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I
appreciate the minster’s answer. I do not want to put
words into his mouth, but is he saying that the measures
contained in the bill and the increased capacity at
Corella Place, as delivered by the former government,
were the measures and steps the Premier was referring
to when he said, ‘have those people behind bars’?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I prefaced my previous answer by saying that
I do not speak for the Premier. It is fair to say that in my
answer to one of Mr O’Donohue’s earlier questions, I
indicated that two people are in jail who are under
orders through the Supreme Court. I think the Premier’s
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clear intention is that we need to have stronger
protections for citizens in terms of serial sex offenders
who are either on supervision orders or detention
orders. When you look at the law you see that the
government has done that and is doing that. We have
underway a major review into world’s best practice,
which as I said earlier, will be publicly released where
appropriate.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Yes, I
note that there are two people on detention orders, and,
as I understand from your earlier response, 17 others
who are in prison for other offences. I take the minister
to an announcement by the government made after the
introduction of this legislation. As I understand it, up to
20 beds for people on these orders will be located at
Langi Kal Kal Prison. The Herald Sun published a
story on 1 October which describes that event. It quotes
a spokesperson for the minister as saying it is true that
offenders on these orders will be located at Langi Kal
Kal Prison.
Whilst I appreciate that this is not the subject of this
legislation, it is related to it and it comes before the
release of the Harper review. Having offenders on these
orders located in prison is a different initiative, and
having these very serious sex offenders located at a
minimum security prison, one of the lowest rated
security prisons, where prisoners are typically being
prepared for release into the community, introduces a
very different element to that location. I wonder if the
minister is in a position to talk to this announcement
and whether it foreshadows further legislative change to
give effect to it.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Mr O’Donohue very much. I said
earlier that the Emu Creek annex is located at Corella
Place. What I should have said is that it will be located
at Langi Kal Kal Prison and it will be a facility similar
to Corella Place, with similar sorts of conditions —
electronic monitoring and the capacity for curfews.
Anyone leaving the facility will be under full
supervision. So my understanding is that in terms of
that additional facility it will be very similar to Corella
Place and it will be an annex to Langi Kal Kal Prison.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — That does
help; I appreciate that. I wonder if I could ask the
minister for some further detail about that. Will the
Emu Creek annex be a renovation or a retrofit of
existing prison facilities, or will this be a new annex? I
note that Langi Kal Kal is on a very large property. Will
it be at a different location? Will legislative change be
required to give effect to this proposal?
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Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The advice I have received is that the facility
will be a retrofit of an existing facility at the prison and
legislation will not be required. It will be gazetted.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that answer. I have a final question on this
facility. I have received feedback from members of the
local community; I have been told that the first they
knew of this announcement was through a story in the
Herald Sun. I wonder if the minister could provide
detail as to what community consultation took place. As
I said in the second-reading debate, prisons and
correction centres in various locations, perhaps none
more than Ararat, rely on community confidence and
an engagement with the community to understand what
is happening in order to dispel myths, rumours and
other things and to be part of the conversation about
what is taking place at a particular facility. There was
some concern when the budget was released in May.
The mayor of Indigo shire was critical of the minister
for failing to give advance notice about a management
unit being constructed at Beechworth. I am concerned
that that situation may have been repeated with this
announcement. The feedback I have had from that local
community and from others who have a connection to
that local community has been that there was no
advance notice, discussion or consultation about these
serious sex offenders being located at Langi Kal Kal.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is fair to say that these issues are always
difficult to manage. It is about getting balance in terms
of consultation, speed and appropriate facilities.
However, on the specifics of your question, I am
advised that prior to the article you referred to and the
Premier’s statement both local councils in that area
were consulted and staff at Corella Place and Langi Kal
Kal Prison were consulted. Of course there will be
ongoing consultation on this matter.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Contrary
to what I said before, I have two follow-up questions.
When does the government anticipate these beds will
be available, noting that legislative change is not
required, and what further training will be provided to
the staff at Langi Kal Kal to accommodate this
particularly difficult and dangerous cohort?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — As I indicated in my summation during the
second-reading stage, the government is keen to act as
quickly as it can. I know that all members of this
chamber, all sides of this chamber, are keen to act to
strengthen these provisions as quickly as we can. I am
advised on the first issue that we hope the facility will
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be up and running this year. On the second issue, in
terms of training for prison staff, it is as I surmised: it
will not be the current prison staff. There will be
additional people, and they will basically be in the same
mould as or run with the Corella facility in terms of the
supervision and the staff. So essentially it will be two
locations and the same kind of set-up.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I
appreciate the minister telling me that. I understand
from that answer that Langi Kal Kal campus is large.
While existing buildings are being used for this annex,
will a separate area in effect be detached and operate
independently from the main prison for all intents and
purposes?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — Yes, that is correct.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I have one
final line of questioning, and I apologise that I did not
give the minister advance notice of this — I omitted to
by accident. In the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings earlier this year Mr Danny
O’Brien, the member for Gippsland South in the other
place, asked a question of the Minister for Corrections
about the number of breaches of this legislation — the
SSODSA — during 2015. The Corrections Victoria
commissioner answered the question on behalf of the
minister by saying:
I can tell the committee that since the beginning of 2015 six
offenders have breached by way of non-compliance, so that is
with the conditions of their order. That can be anything from
a breach of a curfew to electronic monitoring, or perhaps if
they have a condition of abstinence from drugs or alcohol,
that can be a breach also. And three have breached by way of
further offending, so any further sexual offence is a breach of
the act.

The commissioner went on to say:
Six non-compliance in 2015, and three by way of further
sexual offending. They will be matters that have been so far
found to be in breach by the court.

I would appreciate it if the minister could provide an
update, given that this is the bill we are talking about, of
the number of breaches of this act up until today.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I do not know if I can provide data up until
today, but I will check to see if we have some more
updated figures. Otherwise I will have to get back to
you on that. I should say that in terms of this bill there
will be more breaches and more penalties in there, such
as tampering with electronic monitoring and things like
that. One would assume that this will crack down on
those and might change the pattern of breaches. It is
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unfortunate that I cannot give the member any new
figures. I will take that on notice. We will get back to
the member.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister. I note the minister has given an undertaking to
provide that information, so on that basis I have
concluded my questioning and do not propose that we
report progress but rather conclude the committee
stage.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Mr O’Donohue for his questions and
his interest in the details of this piece of legislation. I
am sure we will have more discussions when the
Harper review is out and there is further legislation.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 49 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO
PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT
RATIOS) BILL 2015
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I
understand that there are no proposed amendments to
the bill before the committee, but I understand there
may be some questions. Can I ask whether there are
any questions in relation to clause 1?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased to be able to go into the committee
stage on this important bill. We had a good
second-reading debate during which the coalition
outlined that it was not opposed to the bill. There are,
however, a number of questions we would like to get a
response from the government on to understand in
greater detail some of the elements of the bill,
particularly those elements not yet articulated in
relation to what will be in the regulations. This is not
something that is being initiated by the coalition. It has
actually been as a result of questions that have come
from the health sector, members of which are trying to
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get an understanding of what will be the operational
effect of this legislation ultimately when it is passed,
which we can all be confident it will be, by this
chamber, and when the regulations are done.
As I say, I am pleased to have the opportunity to go into
the committee stage. As I flagged in my second-reading
debate contribution, I had requested many days in
advance that the bill go into the consideration-in-detail
stage of debate in the lower house so these questions
could be asked directly of the Minister for Health. I am
conscious that the minister at the table, the Minister for
Families and Children, while very able, is not the
minister who has spent the time developing the
legislation and working on the regulations. Given that
the Minister for Health was not prepared to go into the
consideration-in-detail stage of debate in the lower
house, we are pleased to be able to go into the
committee stage in the upper house. I have provided an
extensive list of questions to the Minister for Families
and Children so she could have time to be fully briefed
in relation to them. That said, there will probably be a
few other questions that will come up along the way,
because we genuinely want to try to get as much
information as possible about the details that we and the
members of the sector more broadly are seeking.
I turn to my first question in relation to clause 1. I note
while I have a number of questions in relation to many
of the clauses, there are of course some broader
questions that do not naturally fit into any one clause or
other; hence I will be asking those during debate on
clause 1. A concern that has been raised is that there is a
lot of detail still to be prescribed in the regulations. My
first question to the minister is: when will the
regulations setting out the prescribed matters be drafted,
and when will the consultation start?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I say at the outset that I thank the Leader
of the Opposition for the courtesy she has extended in
forwarding to me a number of the questions in advance
of the committee stage. It is the tradition of this
chamber to take many bills into committee, and I am
very happy to assist members with their queries.
Can I also say at the outset how proud I am to be the
minister standing at the table in relation to this
committee stage. This was an election commitment of
the government to enshrine into legislation
nurse-to-patient ratios, and I take this opportunity to
commend particularly the Premier for his leadership in
this matter and also the Minister for Health,
Ms Hennessy, for having carriage of and implementing
this very important election commitment as we see it.

3501

In respect of the specific question that the member has
asked me, I understand that the regulations supporting
this legislation are currently being developed. It is
intended that the regulations will be finalised prior to
the commencement of the bill. The member would
understand of course that the commencement by
proclamation allows this to occur.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am seeking a little bit more detail than that, if the
minister is able to provide it, because the proclamation
of this bill could be as late as 2017. I also understand
there has been advice out to the sector that the drafting
will be concluded this week, so I ask: can the minister
confirm that the drafting of the regulations will be
concluded this week?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her further
question. I can advise the member that the preparations
for the regulations are currently in train, and the
regulations will be completed before the end of the
year.
I make the point in relation to the commencement of
the legislation that the member may be well aware that
the nominal expiration date for the Nurses and
Midwives (Victorian Public Sector) (Single Interest
Employers) Enterprise Agreement 2012–16 is
31 March 2016, and the bill is reflective of that
agreement. That is essentially what we are seeking to
enshrine into legislation, so the bill will come into force
by proclamation once the work has occurred in relation
to the amendments to the enterprise agreement.
I understand that both the member and Robert Clark,
the member for Box Hill in the other place, have been
briefed in relation to the issues around the enterprise
agreement. The timing for the proclamation of the bill
and associated instruments is expected to be in place by
the start of the next enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA) with Victorian nurses and midwives.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. I return, though, to the question,
which was not quite answered. What the minister
answered is when the regulations will be completed,
which is the end of the year. My question was: when
will consultation start, which is a different question.
Presumably, that happens before the regulations are
concluded.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am happy to advise the member that
once the bill — assuming of course it has the support of
the Parliament — is through, we will be commencing
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the process of consultations with the parties. The
interested parties are parties to the current enterprise
bargaining agreement, being the Victorian Hospitals
Industrial Association (VHIA) and the Australian
Nursing & Midwifery Federation (ANMF), and we will
be having consultations with those parties.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can I take it from that that if the consultation will start
after the bill is concluded, which presumably will be
today, all going well and given that we have no
amendments and are not opposing the bill, then the
regulations have been drafted and the consultation will
be ready to start next week?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am happy to advise the member that as
soon as the drafting of the regulations is completed we
will be consulting with the parties that I referred to
earlier, with a view to completing the process by the
end of the year.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — We
seem to be going around in circles. My first question —
and I come back to it — was: when will the drafting of
the regulations be completed? We have said when it
will finish, we have said when consultation will now
start, but is the minister able to tell me, consistent with
advice that was provided to the sector, that drafting will
be concluded this week — or maybe Monday or
Tuesday next week, but effectively the regulations are
drafted and ready to go on consultation?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that what the
sector has been told is that the completion of the
drafting instructions will be done by the end of this
week, not the regulations themselves. That is subject to
issues of timing that are to be negotiated with
parliamentary counsel, but we are obviously very keen
to get these matters well underway and concluded, and
to have discussions with the interested parties, with a
view, as I said, to the regulations being concluded by
the end of the year.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister; that is very helpful. Presumably
with the drafting instructions concluded, it means that
the policy issues — at least the policy issues to put out
to the first consultation — have been settled, as
opposed to the specific wording. The drafting
instructions require the policy issues to have come to a
conclusion, so I thank the minister for that. Given that,
does the minister anticipate that there are any material
or substantive amendments in the regulations to what is
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currently provided for in the enterprise bargaining
agreement?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the intention
is to replicate the EBA into the regulations in terms of
those matters that need to be prescribed by the
regulations, and if there were to be any variation to the
EBA, that would be done in consultation with the
parties, which I mentioned earlier are the VHIA and the
ANMF.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can I ask the minister, then, in response to her
comment ‘if there were to be any’, do the drafting
instructions currently have any material or substantive
diversion from what is currently in the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am in some difficulty in that, as I advised
the member earlier, the drafting instructions have not
yet been completed, yet the member is asking me
whether there is any variation in the drafting
instructions. They are still being finalised and, as I
advised earlier, will be done by the end of the week.
But the intention is to reproduce the EBA, as we have
done here in the bill, into the regulations. If there is to
be any variation to achieve greater clarity, this will be
done in consultation with the VHIA and the ANMF.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
think we will have a very long committee process if
that is going to be the answer. It is a quarter to 3 on
Thursday afternoon, and this week finishes tomorrow
afternoon. It is not believable that the drafting
instructions, if they are to be concluded within a
24-hour period, are not at least 98 per cent or 95 per
cent done, if not 100 per cent. A lot of the questions I
have flagged are actually questions about elements. I
am very happy if there are some genuine ones, but I
cannot believe that across the whole of the regulations
that have been drafted in order to be ready for
conclusion by tomorrow night, the minister is not able
to answer at least partially, if not fully, if there are any
material or substantive amendments. Can the minister
advise, from what has already been drafted, which I
would expect would be the vast majority of it, if there
are any elements that are substantially amending the
EBA.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that the only area where we
anticipate there may be a variation relates to local
agreements, which require local clarity around the issue
of principles and the operations of those local
agreements.
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Is
the minister able to outline, on those local agreements,
what diversions there are likely to be in a policy sense
or in a process sense from what is currently provided
for under the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that there are no
diversions from the EBA in relation to local
agreements. We will be seeking to provide additional
clarity to reflect what is occurring in practice.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. That is very helpful. I am glad we
have got to that. That will probably mean we might
speed up the process in relation to many of the other
questions that I have foreshadowed. Can the minister
advise if there is to be an evaluation framework in
relation to the effectiveness and the impact of the bill,
and if so, what that might look like?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. We
do not think such a review is required, as essentially
what we are doing is codifying what is already
occurring in the sector. In this respect I refer the
member to the comments of the previous Minister for
Health, David Davis, who informed the Legislative
Council on 27 March 2012 — upon the parties reaching
agreement after a very long industrial disputation, I
might add:
This deal will be a set of arrangements that will put Victorian
nursing in a good position and also put taxpayers and
Victorian patients in a strong position. This is a deal that is
good for taxpayers, good for nurses and good for our health
system.

Essentially we are putting into place an EBA that was
concluded by the previous Minister for Health — and I
am pleased to note he is in the house at the moment.
We have had ratios in place now since 2000, since a
previous Labor government put them in place for the
first time. We are enshrining these ratios into
legislation, hopefully forever and a day.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
some ways I see an evaluation framework as being a
little bit different from a review process. For example, it
may not question the underlying principle of the ratios,
but it may consider how the legislation is working, are
there unintended consequences, what is happening for
hospitals that are operating either above ratio or below
ratio, have there been any implications, is there a plan
to have a systematic review or understanding or an
evaluation of the impact of the translation from the
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EBA to the legislation for these ratios, or is it to be
done on a case-by-case basis?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that as a
government we are committed to making
improvements over time. Obviously we will be
monitoring the progress in terms of the implementation
of this new legislation. But I remind the member that
Labor was very clear at the last election in terms of its
election commitment. We are very proud to be
implementing this election commitment. We are a party
that sticks by its election commitments, and I am very
proud that we have this important legislation here in the
house today.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. The media release says this will
ensure:
patients receive the highest quality and safest care.

Certainly the name of the bill is very much in the
context of safe patient care. The question I ask is: from
the government’s perspective, does this bill ensure that
every Victorian patient gets the care that they need in
terms of what is delivered by this legislation?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
Essentially the legislation is premised on the fact that
nurse-to-patient ratios deliver better patient care. That is
the whole thinking behind our election commitment.
This is based on sound evidence. Well-documented
evidence from around the world shows a strong
correlation between nursing staffing levels and
nursing-sensitive patient outcomes, including the rate of
patient falls, pressure ulcers, hospital-acquired
infections and pneumonia. When nurse-to-patient and
midwife-to-patient ratios were first introduced in
Victoria in 2000 we also saw, in response to that, the
recruitment of additional nurses to our public hospital
system. These outcomes all ultimately lead to better
patient care.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Is
it the view of the government that this bill delivers that
safe patient care at the level that is required?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I remind the member that our government
has made very substantial investments in the health
system, including in our hospital system. We are
making up for a lot of damage done by the previous
minister and the previous government as well as federal
funding cuts. We are committed to the issue of
nurse-to-patient ratios because we believe that
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ultimately it leads to better patient care and better
outcomes for patients.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is specific to this bill. I understand there are
other issues, but in the context of ratios, is this bill
delivering that safe patient care and, as reported in the
media release, the ‘highest quality and safest care’? Is
that being delivered by this bill?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the
legislation, as was the case with the EBA, is providing a
minimum standard. On top of the ratios, which are
critically important, we are making a significant
investment in the health system so that our hospitals,
should they choose, are able to go beyond this and
provide additional levels of staffing. That flexibility is
contained within the EBA and the legislation. There is a
degree of flexibility in the EBA at the moment, but the
legislation should be seen together with the significant
additional investment we are making in our health
system.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Maybe the minister can reconcile — and I am quoting
directly from the Premier’s press release — her
statement that this provides a minimum standard with
the statement from the Minister for Health that:
We are setting in stone the number of nurses working on each
shift, so patients receive the highest quality and safest care.

There seems to be a conflict between the Minister for
Health’s statement that by setting this number of nurses
working on each shift patients are receiving the highest
quality and safest care, and Minister Mikakos’s
statement that this is a minimum standard.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I do not think there is any conflict at all
between the response I have given and the media
statement. The point I am making is that through the
legislation we are enshrining the ratios and codifying
what is in the EBA. That is designed to provide
excellent quality of care to patients in Victoria.
I talked about the research, the clinical evidence, that
backs that up and the policy rationale that sits behind
our election commitment, and I am making the point
that in addition to this legislation we are also making a
significant investment in the health system. It is
important that we keep that in mind.
The member would be aware that the bill, in codifying
the terms of the EBA, provides for some flexibility.
There are different ratios across different kinds of
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wards and there is the ability for health service
providers to negotiate variations with the
representatives of nurses and midwives. I am sure we
will work through all of that level of detail as we go
through the clauses in the bill that relate to those
variations.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Separate to the variations for the ratios that are
specified in the bill — understanding of course that
they are separate — does this level of ratios represent,
as the minister said, the highest quality and safest care?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her further
question. I am very proud of the fact that as a
government we are putting these ratios into place. We
are the first Australian jurisdiction to do so; no other
state has done this. We think we are putting in place
through this legislation the best quality care we can
provide for Victorian patients.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. The second-reading speech says at
the end:
The Andrews Labor government will continue to work with
nurses and health services to make further improvements to
these ratios over time.

What further improvements does the minister anticipate
may be warranted?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. She
is essentially asking me to look into the future. The
government has not commenced those consultations.
We will obviously, as I indicated earlier, always
continuously review and monitor this legislation, as we
do with all legislation. Once this legislation is passed,
assuming it has the support of the chamber, we will
commence those consultations with parties about
further improvements.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
One of the things that this bill specifically excludes is
public mental health services. Can the minister confirm
or assure the committee that public mental health
services will not be incorporated under a specific
nurse-patient ratio legislation in the future?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — What I can advise the member is that we
took to the election a commitment to enshrine into
legislation the provisions of the Nurses and Midwives
(Victorian Public Sector) (Single Interest Employers)
Enterprise Agreement 2012–16. Public mental health
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services are not covered by the EBA and have therefore
never had nurse-to-patient ratios in place. The staffing
arrangements for public mental health wards are set out
in the Victorian Public Mental Health Services
Enterprise Agreement 2012–16. This bill cannot
introduce ratios into those wards without creating an
inconsistency with that particular enterprise agreement.
The government’s commitment has been to enshrine
into legislation the nurse-to-patient and
midwife-to-patient ratios as they currently exist, and
this bill is delivering on that election commitment.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Do
I take it from that that the minister is unable to provide
any assurance to the committee of any changes in
relation to public mental health services into the future?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that we cannot
predict further improvements that might occur over
time. We made an election commitment specifically
about nurse-to-patient ratios as referred to in the EBA
that I have mentioned on a number of occasions. We
have met that election commitment and that is the
subject of the bill before the chamber.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Coming back to an earlier comment in relation to the
question about any substantive variations for the future,
given that the only thing the minister has flagged is
potentially clarification around local agreements, can I
also ask: can the minister confirm that no party will
have the ability to veto any proposal? This is something
that was in the EBA prior to 2012. It is something that
was removed from the EBA in 2012. Given that the
minister has flagged that there is no substantive
variation from the EBA, except for the one already
mentioned, is the minister able to confirm that the
regulations will not include an ability of any party to
veto a proposal?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. I can
assure the member that what is being enshrined in this
bill and also in the regulations is the codification of the
existing EBA. The existing EBA does not include any
veto powers, and I specifically refer the member to
clause 42 of the EBA in respect of this matter.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. Can the minister outline any costs of
implementing this bill, either to the government or to
health services or anyone else who may incur a cost as
a result.
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. The
services that are impacted by this bill are all covered by
the Nurses and Midwives (Victorian Public Sector)
(Single Interest Employers) Enterprise Agreement
2012–16 and are therefore already meeting the ratios as
required by the enterprise agreement. The
implementation of this legislation should therefore have
no financial impact on health services or on the
government. Ongoing consultation is being undertaken
with the Magistrates Court relating to the
implementation and cost of the new compliance and
enforcement regime. However, this is not expected to
have a significant cost impact.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
One element of the bill that has not been touched on by
the minister that may have a cost impact — a matter
which is detailed further in the bill — is that some
services, particularly small rural health services, may be
operating below ratio. They do have an option over a
12-month period of resolving that locally either by
maintaining it or meeting the ratios. Does the minister
anticipate that there will be any cost to small rural
health services operating below ratio, and, if not, for
those that are operating below ratio and have to go up
to ratio, how that cost is expected to be met?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
There should be no additional cost to small rural health
services because they are currently being funded to
meet the ratios as they are currently set out under the
EBA. That is the law as it stands at the moment and
they are being funded accordingly. The bill has been
drafted to recognise the challenges faced by small rural
hospitals in recruiting staff from an often depleted
workforce market. The bill includes a transitional
provision allowing any below ratio arrangements
already in place referred to as a current workload
management arrangement, or CWMA, in the enterprise
agreement to continue for a period of one year.
This provision gives hospitals with wards with a below
ratio arrangement in place up to 12 months from the
commencement of the bill to either propose a variation
to ratios utilising the relevant provisions in the bill or
adjust their rosters to meet the ratio requirements. This
will allow the health service some time to consider
which of these options is most appropriate to address
their circumstances. The ratio variation arrangements
within the bill enable these services to address their
specific challenges through the utilisation of the
flexibility provisions either by a formalised variation
from ratios proposal, similar to a clause 42 proposal
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under the enterprise agreement, or by entering into a
formalised local agreement.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question relates to the minister’s reference to the Nurses
and Midwives (Victorian Public Sector) (Single Interest
Employers) Enterprise Agreement 2012–16. Does the
government have confidence that it can successfully
negotiate enterprise agreements with the public sector
unions?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for his question. We
are a government that is committed to treating our
public sector with respect, unlike the previous
government, which had nine months in a very heated
industrial dispute with nurses and a two-year dispute
with the paramedics. We came into government and
resolved the paramedics dispute within a couple of
weeks. In my case, as Minister for Families and
Children, while the kindergarten staff are not public
sector employees, their EBA dispute also ran for two
years, and we have managed to resolve that particular
dispute for the benefit of Victorian families.
What I can say to the member is that we will have
good-faith negotiations with our public sector
workforce, whether it be the nurses and midwives or
other public sector employees. In relation to this
particular EBA, as I indicated earlier, it runs out early
next year and we will begin those negotiations with that
workforce in that period of time.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her answer. Given her obvious
pride in the government’s ability to negotiate enterprise
agreements — and she waxed lyrical about the things
that have been done in her short period in
government — clearly the answer to my question is
yes; she has a view that the government can
successfully negotiate these enterprise agreements with
public sector unions. If it is the case that she feels she
can do this, and she has talked about her pride in being
able to do it already, why is it necessary to enshrine part
of an enterprise agreement in legislation if the minister
feels the government can confidently do these things?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Mr Ondarchie for his question. I
think he is leading with his chin. Essentially we are
David Davis-proofing nurse-patient ratios into law. We
are proofing these ratios from a future Liberal
government. Mr Ondarchie needs to say clearly
whether his intention is to keep these ratios in this
legislation or to repeal them.
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As someone who stood side-by-side with the nurses
outside our local hospital, the Northern Hospital —
Northern Health — in appreciation of the important
work they do I am very proud today to say that we as a
government are introducing this legislation to ensure
that we can protect a very important element of patient
care in Victoria from the ravages of a future coalition
government.
I hope the position Mary Wooldridge has taken as
shadow Minister for Health is the one that will have
carriage rather than the position that the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place, Matthew Guy, has taken,
because when we announced the intention to bring this
bill into the Parliament he made a number of statements
that have me very concerned. On 30 August he said that
the bill has:
… nothing to do with patient safety, patient procedure or
patient health, it’s got everything to do with numbers for the
union movement.

He also said:
No-one knows how much this is going to cost and no-one has
seen the bill.

He said.
Another hit to the budget.

And he said:
It’s all about sops to the union.

I hope Mr Guy has changed his mind since 30 August,
but they were the comments he made at his doorstop
after the government made these announcements.
I note Ms Wooldridge has said that the opposition is not
opposing the bill, and I am grateful for that, but if
Mr Ondarchie wants to come in here and ask questions
like this, I put it to him that he is really leading with his
chin. We all remember very well, and the Victorian
public remembers very well, the context in which the
Labor Party made this election commitment. It was a
very vicious industrial dispute where essentially nurses
made a decision in their EBA negotiations with the
previous government that they would put the
nurse-to-patient ratios and patient care over their pay
claim. That is to their credit, and I commend them for
that. If Mr Ondarchie wants to know the context, we are
Liberal-proofing these ratios.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
note the minister’s claim about support for Northern
Health, the same hospital that has received over
$100 million worth of cuts from this government,
which has not committed to its further expansion. The
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government cannot be one thing on one hand and one
thing on another.
I pick up Ms Mikakos’s sensitivities around this matter,
and quite frankly she should be embarrassed by them. I
pick up the point she made today as a campaign
platform, which says that her government has the
capacity to successfully negotiate enterprise
agreements; that is what she said. If that is the case,
why then does the government need to enshrine this?
Why does it not just have a successful enterprise
agreement when it comes up in 2016? Why not just do
it? It is either one or the other. We know why the
government is doing this, but why does the minister not
tell us the truth?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Mr Ondarchie does not seem to have
listened to the answer I gave to his previous question,
because essentially he has asked the same question. I
am very happy to be here all afternoon, for as long as it
takes, because this is a critically important piece of
legislation for Victorian patients. It is about
safeguarding patient care and ratios into the future.
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Ms MIKAKOS — Mr Ondarchie has a selective
memory. Mr Davis was attempting to negotiate away
the nurse-to-patient ratios. He attempted to negotiate
away the nurse-to-patient ratios, and to their credit,
nurses put the ratios first. We got the dispute resolved
after a lengthy disputation, and we will put these ratios
into legislation now so we can protect them into the
future and safeguard patient care.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for that protracted answer. To allay
any of her concerns, I am prepared to stay for as long as
it takes, so she should not be worried about that. I refer
the minister to the second-reading debate in the
Assembly and the speech made on 17 September by
Ms Suleyman, the member for St Albans, who said:
The Andrews Labor government is committed to giving
Victorians the best quality health care, which the people of
Victoria deserve. The bill will ensure that patients are safe
and that staffing levels are protected, and that is a necessity
and a foundation for our system.

That essentially summarises what the minister just said
about putting patient care first. Does the minister agree
with those sentiments?

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Ondarchie has asked his question. The minister is
attempting to answer it, so I suggest that he listen and
not interject.
Ms MIKAKOS — Mr Ondarchie may not like the
answer I am giving. He needs to go back and have a
discussion with his previous leader in this house, the
previous Minister for Health, about the campaign he
waged against Victoria’s nurses during the coalition’s
time in government and be reminded of that.
Mr Ondarchie should well remember that he was a
member of the previous government and therefore he
too was responsible for what was a very protracted
dispute with nurses and midwives in this state, and also
with our paramedics and others in our health system as
well as other public sector workers, including teachers.
The contrast is very stark between our approach, which
is putting patient care first, and the approach taken by
the previous government, which attempted to negotiate
it away during the last EBA dispute. Essentially the
previous health minister, David Davis, who has gone
into hiding now — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — He was attempting to
negotiate — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am happy to go through Hansard and
quote members of the coalition as well, but the answer
is yes.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Given that the minister agrees with the sentiment that
the bill is about putting patient care first and ensuring
that patients are safe and staffing levels are protected, is
she able to advise the house as to when a
doctor-to-patient ratio bill will be introduced?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Does the
minister choose to answer that question, given that it
does not bear any resemblance to anything in the bill?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have to query the relevance to clause 1
of the bill of the matters Mr Ondarchie is now seeking
to raise. I draw your attention to that matter, Deputy
President, because the bill is specifically about
nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios. Perhaps
Mr Ondarchie wants to come in here and announce new
coalition policy. Can he tell us whether that is new
coalition policy and how much it will cost? We know
the coalition has form in this regard under the
leadership of Mr Guy, the Leader of the Opposition in
the Assembly. We know the coalition is sitting on the
fence as to whether it will keep or scrap the public
holidays we have introduced. We know it is sitting on

SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT RATIOS) BILL 2015
3508

COUNCIL

the fence on many issues. I draw the issue of relevance
to your attention, Deputy President.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I draw
Mr Ondarchie’s attention to standing order 12.19, for
future reference, which relates to not directly quoting a
contribution made in the Assembly during the previous
six months.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, Deputy President. I draw your attention to
the fact that in answering the question the minister was
wide ranging when she talked about the grand final
public holiday, thus opening up the discussion to a wide
range of topics, which I am happy to take up with her.
The question I just asked the minister was quite
specific, and it went to her comments about putting
patient care first, which was an answer she provided to
Ms Wooldridge in response to her last question. I ask
the minister: if that is the case, and given the quote I
provided from the member for St Albans in the
Assembly that referred to safe staffing levels, will the
government look to introduce a doctor-to-patient ratio?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have already made the point that we are
discussing clause 1, which relates to the purposes of the
bill.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Without
interjection, Mr Ondarchie.
Ms MIKAKOS — The bill is specifically about
safe patient care and nurse-to-patient and
midwife-to-patient ratios. I have to question the
relevance of Mr Ondarchie’s line of questioning. His
leader should be mindful that we need to undertake this
debate with a degree of seriousness, and Mr Ondarchie
bringing in all sorts of extraneous issues is a poor
reflection on the coalition and the seriousness with
which it is treating this debate.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
remind the minister that she opened up the debate to
wideranging topics when she referred to the grand final
public holiday in answer to my previous question. I ask:
given that the minister said putting patient care first is
the primary objective of the bill, are there any other
elements of the health service that the government will
seek to introduce ratios for?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — If Mr Ondarchie was listening 20 minutes
or so ago, he would have heard his leader ask me a
question about mental health, and I made our position
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very clear. We are enshrining into legislation a key
election commitment of the Labor Party. We made a
clear and specific commitment about enshrining
nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios in
legislation. That is what we are delivering. We are a
party that delivers on its election commitments, and we
are doing that today.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Given, as I said, that in the minister’s earlier response to
Ms Wooldridge she talked about putting patient care
first, I ask: apart from nursing and midwifery, are there
any other components, elements or service provisions
of the public health system that the government will
look to introduce ratios for, given the minister’s focus
on putting patient care first?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I again refer Mr Ondarchie to answers I
gave to questions from his leader just 20 or 25 minutes
ago. I indicated to the house that we as a government
will continually look at improvements to the health
system. We will be monitoring this legislation. We
have already made specific investments in the health
system through our first budget. Of course we will be
looking at further improvements to the health system,
and we will be doing that in a consultative manner with
the people who manage our hospitals and with the
people who work in them.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Picking up the minister’s point about putting patient
care first, are there any memberships associated with
the Health Services Union (HSU) that the government
will look to introduce ratios for as part of service
provision in our health system?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I refer Mr Ondarchie to the question his
leader asked me around mental health beds and the
answer I gave. I have already covered this issue.
Perhaps he was not listening, but we have traversed this
issue already.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
With respect, I asked the minister a specific question
around the membership of the Health Services Union.
Are there any elements of the Health Services Union
that the government will look to introduce ratios for in
the public health system?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Mr Ondarchie may not be aware that there
are nurses who may be members of the Health Services
Union who already have coverage through this EBA
that we are enshrining in legislation. In terms of the
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main coverage of that union, however, the issue relates
primarily to beds in the mental health system, and I
have already referred to this issue in response to a
question Ms Wooldridge asked much earlier.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — Are
there any services covered by members of the Health
Services Union who are not nurses that the government
will look to provide patient ratios for in future?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the HSU has
some coverage over enrolled nurses. The election
commitment was very clearly to enshrine in legislation
nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios. That is
the election commitment we are implementing through
this bill. There is no intention to go further in relation to
the issue of HSU membership, which the member has
raised, at this point. That is not something the Labor
Party took to the election. We are committed to
implementing all our election commitments. I have
clearly spelt out the position in relation to the other
EBA in answer to Ms Wooldridge’s question. I know
Mr Ondarchie may not have been listening at that time,
but we have traversed this issue already.
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whom the government is leaving out, every other
service provider will be left out of ratios in the system
as well?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Again I refer the member to previous
answers I gave to Ms Wooldridge where I talked about
the fact that we will be looking at continuous
improvement of our health system. We are going to be
monitoring the legislation. We are going to be looking
at our health system. We are interested in making
further improvements, but that is not confirming the
implementation of ratios. I am saying we are looking at
improvements to our health system. We are clearly
enshrining in legislation the scope of the election
commitment. We could go around this issue forever
and a day, but I think we have traversed it at some
length.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — In
relation to the minister’s answer to Ms Wooldridge’s
last question where she said that putting patient care
first is her primary objective here, is she able to name
any other services in the health system that the
government will look to put ratios in?

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — In
the total range of services provided by our health
system to patients in Victoria, and picking up the
minister’s point that putting patient care first is the
priority here, is the minister now confirming that the
only ratios this government will seek to put into
hospitals are around nurses and midwives?

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I again draw Mr Ondarchie’s attention to
the purposes clause of the bill. Mr Ondarchie is now
wanting to traverse well beyond the scope of the bill.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — What I am confirming is that we made a
clear election commitment, and it related to the Nurses
and Midwives (Victorian Public Sector) (Single Interest
Employers) Enterprise Agreement 2012–2016. That is
what is in the bill we have before us. I covered the issue
earlier in relation to the Victorian Public Mental Health
Services Enterprise Agreement 2012–2016, when I said
in response to Ms Wooldridge’s question that public
mental health services are covered by the public mental
health EBA. They are not subject to nurse-to-patient
ratios. That is outside the scope of our election
commitment. We are implementing precisely what we
took to the election, which related to the other EBA that
I mentioned.

Ms MIKAKOS — I can tell Mr Ondarchie that in
relation to preschools we are implementing new ratios
from 1 January 2016. That was something the previous
government made no effort to do. That is by virtue of a
national law. We have got that well in train with a
funding commitment. But we have a bill here with very
narrow confines. The scope of this bill is
nurse-to-patient ratios. I really think we should be
focusing on nurses and midwives, who are the subject
of the bill, rather than having questions that go much
further than clause 1.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — Just
to get some clarity, because I actually know what the
bill says and I do not really need the minister to read it
back to me, when it comes to the total provision of
health services within our public health system, is the
minister saying that on top of the mental health nurses,

Mr Ondarchie — How about answering my
question? You can’t dodge it now.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Given the minister is so keen to make sure that this is a
narrow debate, I find it quite curious she decided to
introduce a discussion about kindergartens and
ambulances. If she wants to make this wide ranging,
then let us do that. But I will not ask about the
preschool and kindergarten sector; I will narrow this
just to the health system, for the minister’s own
convenience. Aside from nurses and midwives,
excluding mental health nurses, who have already been
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pushed out to the side, are there any other services in
the health system that the government will look to
introduce patient ratios for?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have now addressed this question in
multiple forms, multiple — —
Mr Ondarchie — I would have stopped asking if
you had answered it.
Ms MIKAKOS — Mr Ondarchie has asked the
same question over and over now about a dozen times.
I refer him to clause 1 of the bill, which relates to:
… requirements that the operators of certain publicly funded
health facilities staff certain wards with a minimum number
of nurses or midwives; and
… the reporting of compliance with and enforcement of those
requirements.

It is a pretty narrowly confined bill we have before us.
Mr Ondarchie may not like the answers I am giving
him, but he is asking the same question over and over.
We have covered this issue now on numerous
occasions. I have addressed this issue.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
will make this easy for the minister. Given that she has
just read to me again the purposes of the bill, will the
minister confirm with a simple answer, yes or no, that
all other services in the public health system will be
excluded from ratios?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Mr Ondarchie is essentially asking me to
crystal ball gaze in relation to what the future needs of
our health system might well be. I was very clear about
this particular issue when I said, in response to the same
question that Ms Wooldridge asked, that we are
implementing a clear election commitment that was
confined in its scope. It related to one enterprise
bargaining agreement. That is the bill we have before
us. I cannot predict what might happen in the future
because I am not the Minister for Health, as the
member is aware, but we are obviously interested in
looking at continuous improvements to the health
system. I have now said that probably a dozen times. I
hope that it has finally registered.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have questions on a couple of issues. The first is a
follow-up question to a response the minister gave
earlier to Ms Wooldridge when she indicated that in
relation to the drafting of the regulations one of the
areas that would be different would be, if I am
recording the minister’s words correctly, to include
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clarity around the issue of principles and the operation
of local agreements. Can the minister give us some
indication of what those principles are and where they
are derived from?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Fitzherbert for her question. I
can advise her, as I confirmed earlier, that the only area
where there may be a need for further clarity with
respect to the regulations is in the area of local
agreements. This is because the current EBA is silent
on the matter of the principles and the process by which
these local agreements can be arrived at, although
obviously they are occurring. We will be looking at
clarifying these matters and putting them into the
regulations. These principles will be derived from
current practice, and the clarification will be occurring
with the parties to the current EBA.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Can I confirm that in relation to achieving clarity within
the regulations about the principles on which the local
agreements are based the government will be relying on
existing customs and practice alone?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The advice I have is that the new
regulations with respect to local agreements will be
derived from current practice.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have a question that goes to an issue Ms Wooldridge
raised earlier about the potential cost implications of the
nurse-patient ratios for rural and regional hospitals. I
noted the minister’s answer that rural and regional
hospitals are already funded to pay for the ratios and
that therefore there will be no cost implications. That is
not what many rural and regional hospitals believe. It is
certainly not the feedback I have had. I have spoken to
a number of people who have real concerns about the
cost implications for their organisations. Clause 1 of the
bill headed ‘Purposes’ says that one purpose of this
legislation is to provide for:
(b) the reporting of compliance with and enforcement of
those requirements.

I ask the minister whether she would be prepared to
commit to report to the Parliament on the financial
impact, if any, of the introduction of these nurse-patient
ratios where they do not currently exist in rural and
regional hospitals. I suggest that it would be appropriate
to report this to the Parliament once the new system has
been in operation for 12 months — that is, looking at
the period after any rural and regional hospitals which
are not currently compliant have come to some form of
arrangement for addressing their non-compliance in
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accordance with the terms of the bill. It would be good
for the Parliament to see a report on the financial
implications.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Fitzherbert for her question.
We are again traversing some common ground on
issues we have canvassed before, but, as I indicated
earlier, our small rural hospitals are funded to meet the
ratios. They are currently set out in law through the
current EBA and, as I indicated earlier, the bill has been
drafted recognising the challenges faced by small rural
hospitals in recruiting staff from an often depleted
workforce market. As it does at the moment, the
department will continue to assist small rural health
services to recruit their workforce.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have a few further questions following on from that
answer. How will the department assist rural and
regional hospitals to address this issue?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Fitzherbert for her further
question. We will be working with small rural health
services to identify their needs, as the department does
at the moment. I indicated to the committee earlier that
there is a provision in the bill that relates to a 12-month
transition period for services with below ratio
arrangements in place. Health services will have
12 months from the commencement of the bill to either
propose a variation to the ratios utilising the relevant
provisions in the bill or to adjust their rosters to meet
the ratio requirements. This will allow those health
services some time to consider which of these options is
most appropriate to address their particular
circumstances.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
understand that clause within the bill and how it is
intended to operate. My question is about digging into
the specifics of the kind of support that rural and
regional hospitals will be given by the department to
comply within that period. If I understood the
minister’s answer correctly, it is not obvious to me that
anything in addition to what is being done by the
department at the moment is going to be provided. My
simple question is: what will the department do in
addition to what it is now doing to assist rural and
regional hospitals to comply?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I advise the member that the department is
developing an implementation guide to assist health
services in the transitional period, and it will be
advising health services and assisting them in making
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the transition. As I indicated, there is this 12-month
transition period, so they will be advised and given
assistance as to how to meet those arrangements in that
transition period.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Will hospitals be funded for change management
processes as a result of these changes?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As the bill is codifying the current EBA,
there should not be a need for change management
processes, because it should be enshrining the current
ratios and the arrangements that are already in place.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
From that answer, do I understand that the minister is
saying that every hospital in the state is currently
employing at ratio?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — What I am saying is they should be
because that is the current law as it is set out in the
EBA. It is federal law and it is an EBA that has been in
place for a number of years. There are obviously
variations that are possible through the terms of both
the EBA and this bill, and there are also transitional
provisions in the legislation.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
On that, in one of her earlier answers the minister
referred to some of the local arrangements that some
hospitals have that are not employing to ratio. Those
hospitals are generally smaller hospitals outside of
Melbourne. In part the purpose of this bill is to implore
those hospitals to start employing at ratio. It is believed
that some small hospitals are not employing at ratio.
Therefore, if they are to change within the 12-month
period that the minister has referred to a number of
times, they will be changing their work practices. It is
logical to expect that they will be employing additional
staff. Therefore there will be an additional cost and
there will be a change process they will need to go
through.
The minister has spoken to us about the kit or handbook
that is going to be provided to guide people through this
process. For some hospitals this might be quite a
process. Again my question is: for hospitals going
through this process, using the handbook that the
department is going to provide, and potentially looking
at changing longstanding work agreements that have
been reached with local union representatives, is there
going to be any funding for the cost of this change
management process?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have already indicated to the committee
that the department will be working closely with health
service providers in relation to these matters. There will
be assistance and guidance offered from the
department, as well as the implementation guide I
referred to previously.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have one extra question, going back to an answer the
minister gave when I asked her to give a commitment
to the committee that the government would report on
the financial implications, if any, of this legislation. The
government and the minister have asserted that it will
be cost neutral. With respect, I cannot see how that will
be the case. I ask again whether the minister will
commit to come back after the 12-month transition
period is over, after there have been another 12 months
or so of the running of this new stage, and report on the
financial implications, if any, for Victorian hospitals.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I remind Ms Fitzherbert that on Tuesday
we had a number of health service providers table their
annual reports in this house, and in 12 months time I
imagine we will have another lot of annual reports from
health service providers tabled in this house. That is the
vehicle by which health services account for their
financial positions, and obviously that is something that
will occur again next year and in future years.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
With respect, given this is a policy change that is being
initiated by the government that may have system-wide
implications in terms of cost, is it not reasonable for the
government to provide an explanation of what that cost
would be to the sector?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — These are matters that could be canvassed
directly with the health minister in the future in relation
to the implementation.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
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transition process. On the timetable that has been
outlined it will not even be in operation at that stage. I
am asking for a commitment now from the government
to give a clear explanation of the cost implications of
this, if any, after the bill has come into effect and has
been in operation after the transition period.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Obviously a new EBA will be negotiated
next year, but we anticipate that all of these matters will
be in place within the time period to which the member
referred. However, I reiterate that the usual reporting
mechanism for health service providers is through their
annual report and those reports will continue to come
before this Parliament.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
did see that the annual report of the Department of
Health and Human Services was issued this week along
with the annual reports of local hospitals. Is the
government prepared to commit to putting that
measurable outcome into the health department
report — the financial implications of this policy
change, if any?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Fitzherbert for her question. It
makes particular assumptions. We do not accept its
premise, in that we do not accept that there are funding
implications for this change, because as I have said on a
number of occasions, our health services are funded to
provide the ratios as they are currently set out in a legal
instrument called the EBA. I point out to the member
that by virtue of this legislation it is possible that
matters will be reported as breaches. If there are
breaches, matters could be raised with the secretary of
the department and also with the courts. There are
provisions in the bill that relate to these matters.
Obviously those matters will be reported upon if there
are breaches.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 2

Ms MIKAKOS — Ms Fitzherbert is not talking
about the present time. She is talking about what might
happen in the future. Obviously there are the normal
vehicles of the Parliament available to members to ask
those particular questions. However, I remind
Ms Fitzherbert that our health services provide annual
reports, and in about 12 months time I imagine we will
see health services provide their annual reports to the
Parliament yet again.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
relation to the commencement I ask the minister if she
could outline the steps that need to occur before this act
commences. She has referred to a few of them, so it
would be useful to have a rough time frame —
regulations completed, clause 42 and schedule C
coming out of the EBA et cetera. I ask the minister if
she could outline the steps that need to occur for this
bill to commence and outline the time frame.

Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
understand we will still be part way through the

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. In
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respect of clause 2 and the proclamation or the
commencement of the bill, it is intended that the bill
will be proclaimed once the elements within the current
Nurses and Midwives (Victorian Public Health Sector)
(Single Interest Employers) Enterprise Agreement
2012–2016 have been amended under either the current
or the successor enterprise agreement. Further, as I have
already indicated to the member, there is the matter of
the regulations needing to be completed. I have already
given the time frame to the member of until the end of
the year in response to earlier questions on this matter.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can I get an assurance from the minister that this bill
will not be proclaimed prior to the regulations being
concluded?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can give the member that assurance.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — So
that would say that the bill will not commence. I
understand that there is a move for the application to
vary the EBA — that is, the removal of schedule C and
clause 42. That is expected to occur this year. We may
have a scenario where the two relevant parts are
removed from the EBA. The regulations are not yet
concluded and the bill has not yet been proclaimed. Is
the plan to do them all simultaneously, or if there is a
gap in that timing, how will that be managed?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the time
lines are being worked through with the parties at the
moment. Obviously there is the issue of the amendment
of the EBA that needs to occur, and we are working
through this issue with the parties to ensure that that
occurs.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can I ask if it is the minister’s expectation that the
current EBA will be varied rather than that the new
EBA will be determined without the relevant clauses in
it?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The advice that I have is that the answer is
yes.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just a clarification then: given that in that scenario we
could have a situation where the relevant clauses are
removed from the EBA before the regulations are
completed and the legislation is proclaimed, can we
have an assurance that those things will happen
simultaneously rather than there being a period of time

3513

in which these matters have been removed from the
EBA but not yet legislated, proclaimed and enacted?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can give the member the assurance that
these matters obviously need to be sequenced very
closely together, so the amendment to the EBA will
occur in very close proximity to the subsequent
proclamation of the bill, because obviously the terms of
the EBA continue in their entirety until such time as the
EBA is amended.
Clause agreed to; clause 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question goes to the issue of the reference to the
expected number of patients, when that term is not used
in the current EBA. Will this mean that hospitals have
to staff unoccupied beds, or will they be able to roster
as they presently do?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. I
refer her to clause 9, which shows that we are talking
about actual patients, so the reference is obviously to
patient numbers rather than bed numbers.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Is
the minister saying the reference in clause 9 is to actual
numbers as opposed to beds that might be available but
not have a patient in the bed? Does that mean basically
hospitals can roster and plan as they presently do, and
there is no change from the status quo?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The answer is yes. In a situation where
there are 24 patients and 28 beds, the ratio would apply
to the number of patients, as is currently the case.
Clause agreed to; clauses 5 to 24 agreed to.
Clause 25
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Hopefully we can move through some of these matters
more quickly, given the context and the discussion we
have had on clause 1, and I thank the minister for that.
In relation to clause 25, will the prescribed conditions
referred to in clause 25(2) mirror the local
circumstances described at page 126 of the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. It is
intended that the prescribed criteria referred to in
clause 25(2) will closely replicate the current
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circumstances described within part IX of schedule C
on page 126 of the EBA, as those local circumstances
apply in the local hospital. For example, the local
circumstances of the pre-existing condition of the
patient will need to be considered and assessed locally
to inform how the local operating theatre ratios will
need to be increased or decreased to address that
situation. However, the criteria regarding the
pre-existing condition of the patient will be relevant
criteria for all hospitals, although it will need to be
applied based on the local circumstances.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given that the explanatory memorandum refers to
complying with non-statutory provisions such as the
EBA, will the regulations replace the local
circumstances set out in the EBA or interact with them?
Effectively what I am asking is: will it still be at the
discretion of the health services?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — It is intended that the regulations will
replace provisions within the enterprise agreement
directly relating to nurse-to-patient ratios, including
schedule C of the EBA that I referred to earlier.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — If I
can just clarify further, will the health services still have
the discretion that they have currently?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that the answer is yes.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — We
might have covered some of these matters, but under
the EBA there is no prescribed process required in
considering local circumstances. If the regulations
mirror the local circumstances, will they impose any
procedural requirement beyond that currently found in
the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The intention is to replicate the provisions
within the enterprise agreement as much as possible,
with the aim of not imposing any additional burdens on
any party.
Clause agreed to; clauses 26 to 31 agreed to.
Clause 32
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
relation to clause 32, which is headed ‘Quality of care
paramount’, with respect to other considerations as
prescribed, as referred to in clause 32(b) of the bill, will
the regulations mirror the five considerations that must
be addressed as described in clause 42.1(c) of the EBA?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised the answer is yes.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will the prescribed requirements in the regulations vary
or alter any of the conditions described in
clause 42.1(c), and I may as well ask at the same time,
will there be any other considerations prescribed in the
regulations in addition to those that are currently
outlined in clause 42.1(c), such as consent or approval
of a union or some other party?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As I have advised the member previously
in relation to other clauses, the intent is to closely
replicate the provisions as described in the EBA, in this
case as described in clause 42.1 of the EBA, in the
regulations. In relation to the other matter that the
member referred to, which is in respect of consent or
approval of a relevant union, I can advise the member
that it is not anticipated that there will be any other
overarching considerations prescribed in the
regulations, other than those described at clause 42.1(c).
It is, however, intended that each type of ratio variation
proposal will have the provisions specific to that type of
proposal within the enterprise agreement replicated in
the regulations.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
have a last question, just to give a bit of high-level
context. My question is: is the test for a proposal
consistent with the full bench decision in the Barwon
Health matter — that is, that the service is required to
consider quality of patient care, but it is not the
rationale for a variation?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. The
court case that the member referred to was a case that
related to an interpretation of the current EBA. I can
advise the member that the bill refers to ‘primary
consideration’ as set out in clause 32. The intention is to
closely replicate the current law, and that includes the
common law as it currently stands. Obviously relevant
precedents are relevant in this consideration.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — In
relation to division 4, which is headed ‘Variations from
ratios’, and in relation to the government’s legislation,
what is the government’s view where a service provider
is unable to meet the ratios due to activities outside their
control?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that, as is
currently the case, all disputes would go through a local
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dispute resolution process. It is unlikely in the
circumstances of a situation such as a natural disaster
that matters would go further than that, but I can advise
the member that the provisions that relate to penalties
relate to serious or wilful breaches. If we have a
situation where there is an actual disaster, obviously
that would fall outside the scope of a wilful breach.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her answer. Outside of natural
disasters, what about elements that are outside the
control of health service providers?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The member asked specifically about
circumstances outside health service providers’ control.
If it is outside their control, again it would not be a
wilful breach, so there would not be a penalty imposed
in those circumstances. I do make the point that there
are other clauses further on in the bill that are more
relevant to the issues the member is raising around
penalties and the dispute resolution process. I am not
happy to go into further detail on those while we are on
this clause, but I will do so when we get to those
clauses.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 33
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — We
are flying through relative to our start, Deputy
President. I think we are going well, making progress.
In relation to clause 33, which is about the
redistribution of nursing or midwifery hours, will the
prescribed redistribution principles mirror those set out
in clause 42.2(c) of the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member, as I have
advised previously, that the answer is yes, it is intended
that the prescribed redistribution principles will closely
replicate those set out at clause 42.2(c) of the EBA.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
That section of the EBA addresses a number of issues,
in fact seven different issues, two of which relate to
short shifts and shift length and which are not reflected
in the legislation. Can I ask whether short shifts will be
reflected in the regulations or whether they will
continue to remain within the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the
government’s commitment is to enshrine the
nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios as they
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currently exist in the EBA into legislation. As the
length of the shift is not directly related to ratios, the bill
and corresponding regulations will not cover short
shifts. It is intended that any limitations or restrictions
on short shifts will remain a matter for the EBA. As the
bill does not limit short shifts, it is intended that the
corresponding regulations will omit any of the
principles set out at clause 42.2(c) that directly relate to
shift length.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will the regulations in relation to the prescribed
redistribution principles introduce any principles in
addition to those found in clause 42.2(c) of the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As I indicated to the member earlier, it is
our intention to enshrine the provisions of the EBA, in
this particular instance in relation to the principles set
out at clause 42.2(c).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just to conclude on clause 33, will the requirement in
clause 33(2)(a) of the bill require employers to address
more matters in their proposals than is currently the
case? Specifically, will employers have to address the
equivalent of the EBA principles at clause 42.2(c) in
addition to the considerations at clauses 42.1(b) and (c)
of the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — No. It is intended that the regulations will
require the operator of a hospital to only address
matters in a proposal that are currently required under
the EBA. To redistribute nursing hours the operator of
the hospital must address both overarching
considerations outlined in clause 42.1(c) of the EBA as
well as the principles specifically outlined in
clause 42.2(c). This is currently the case, and it is
intended that the regulations will seek to replicate this
requirement.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 34
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Clause 34 relates to below ratio distribution, and my
questions are in a similar theme in order to get some
clarity in each of those clauses. Will the prescribed
requirements set out in the regulations reflect the
current EBA requirements at clause 42.3(b)?
Specifically, will an employer be required to provide a
written proposal to affected nursing staff addressing the
considerations at clause 42.1(b) and (c), provide a copy
to the ANMF and provide a period of up to one month
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for consultation and, as in clause 42.5, good faith
consultation?

alternative staffing models into these new
arrangements.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Yes, that is what is in the EBA now. It is
intended that the regulations will replicate the
prescribed requirements set out in clause 42.3(b)
whereby procedural requirements for consultation with
affected staff and the relevant union relating to below
ratio proposals are detailed.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
think the question is slightly different. It is about the
utilisation of an alternative staffing model to there
being a trial and having proven the trial, or supported
the trial, for that then to become an ongoing
mechanism. This is not a transition from what we
currently have to what it will be under the bill; this is
about the utilisation of clause 35 as a mechanism to trial
an alternative staffing arrangement and then embed that
in practice. I am just trying to answer the question about
whether, having trialled it and having gone through the
prescribed requirements of a trial, that process will need
to be replicated a second time to embed that, or it will
be deemed to have occurred, having gone through it for
the trial purposes.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will the prescribed requirements exceed or alter those
currently applying under clause 42.3(b) of the EBA,
and if so, will the prescribed requirements include a
requirement, for example, that consent of the union
must be obtained?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As I indicated to the member previously,
it is intended that the prescribed requirements in the
regulations will replicate the provisions in the EBA.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 35
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
relation to clause 35, which deals with an alternative
staffing model, will the prescribed procedures referred
to at subclauses (2) and (3) of clause 35 be the same as
at clause 42.4 in the EBA — that is, will the regulations
provide one set of prescribed procedures for an
alternative staffing model? What we are trying to work
out here is whether they will have to be repeated from a
trial to ongoing or whether it will be one process.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that it is intended
that the prescribed procedures referred to at
subclauses (2) and (3) of clause 35 will closely replicate
clause 42.4 of the EBA, which provides a procedure for
proposing, trialling and implementing an established
alternative staff model based on nursing hours per
patient day. These provisions have previously been
agreed to by the parties to the enterprise agreement.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Perhaps I could just clarify. Does that mean that there
would be a smooth transition from trial to ongoing, or
would the process need to be repeated to embed it as an
ongoing initiative?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question and
refer her to clause 49(4) in the transitional provisions
part of the bill that essentially saves any existing

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that if a trial is
currently underway it will be able to transition under
the transitional clause I mentioned earlier, clause 49(4),
without the need to start the process again. For
example, if you are eight months into a process and you
have not got to the end of the 14-month process, you do
not need to start again; you get the benefit of that initial
period. Under these transitional provisions, that
continues.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will matters referred to in clause 42.4 of the EBA that
are not in clauses 35(2) and 35(3) of the bill be included
in the regulations?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — It is intended that the procedure set out in
clause 42.4 of the EBA will be replicated. These
provisions have been agreed to by the parties to the
EBA, and there is no intention of amending or omitting
any aspects in the regulations, although issues such as
skill mix that are already set out in the act will not need
to be replicated in the regulations.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will the procedures in the regulations provide any
requirement in addition to those set out at clause 42.4 of
the EBA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — It is not anticipated that the regulations
will provide any further requirements that are in
addition to those described in clause 42.4 of the EBA.
Clause agreed to.
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Clause 36
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Clause 36 is headed ‘Local agreements to vary’. Given
a local agreement to vary does not derive from the
EBA — that is, it is currently as of right — will there
be a prescribed procedure in the regulations, and if so,
what will this be?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I think we covered some of this issue
earlier, but I can advise the member that the enterprise
agreement does mention local agreements in a couple
of places, specifically in schedule C, which outlines that
the nurse-to-patient and midwife-to-patient ratios have
been replicated in the bill. Therefore the inclusion of
the local agreement provision is directly derived from
the intent of the enterprise agreement.
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the
agreements will be able to be terminated and that the
termination provisions will be set out in the local
agreements themselves.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will there be any guidance in the regulations in relation
to how those termination procedures may be
considered?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the
regulations will prescribe a minimum number of
conditions that will be set out in these local agreements
and that the minimum conditions will include a
termination clause.
Clause agreed to.

Whilst the enterprise agreement does not set out
processes, the intent of the local agreement provision is
that it can be utilised for matters where agreement has
been reached through local consultation. The prescribed
procedures in the regulations will be developed in
consultation with relevant stakeholders, and I think we
covered this issue earlier when I was talking about how
that would essentially be derived from current practice.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given that not all hospitals can access enough nurses to
staff the ratios, and we may have some agreement or
otherwise on that, will there be any requirement on a
relevant union or local staff, given this process, to act in
good faith where a local agreement to vary is sought?

Clause 37
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — In
relation to compliance and reporting, can the minister
advise if any additional public servants will need to be
employed by the department to deal with the matter of
compliance and reporting?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the answer is
no.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. In relation to clause 37 of the bill
under part 3, headed ‘Compliance and reporting’, will
any additional staff be required by the service providers
to deal with the reporting requirements?

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Yes, it is intended that the regulations will
require all parties involved in negotiating a local
agreement to act in good faith.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that the answer is no.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. Will the relevant union be able to
terminate a local agreement to vary, and if so, how
would this occur, and would notice need to be given?

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
just want to seek a guarantee from the minister that
service providers will not be adding any additional staff
as an unintended consequence of this bill.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I think essentially the member is asking if
the union has a veto under this clause. The answer is
no. The requirement is for the parties to act in good
faith and to reach agreement by consultation.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have already responded to the member’s
question, and he needs to remember that we are moving
provisions in an existing EBA that the health service
providers are currently subject to and enshrining them
in legislation, so it is not anticipated there will be any
requirement for health service providers to take on
additional staff to meet compliance and reporting
requirements.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is actually a question not about the process of
agreement, but if a local agreement to vary is in place,
can that be subsequently terminated?

Clause agreed to; clauses 38 to 40 agreed to.
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Clause 41
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
refer to clause 41, headed ‘Local dispute resolution’,
under part 4, headed ‘Enforcement’, and I ask the
minister: when will the prescribed dispute resolution
procedures be developed and who will be consulted?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The prescribed dispute resolution
procedure will be developed and finalised through a
consultative process over the coming weeks prior to the
commencement of the bill. Obviously it will involve
the parties to the EBA: the Victorian Hospitals
Industrial Association and the Australian Nursing &
Midwifery Federation.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — At
page 35 the explanatory memorandum talks about
changes that are necessary and appropriate, and so I
ask: what changes to the EBA dispute resolution
procedure is it the government’s view will be necessary
and appropriate?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The intent will be to replicate the dispute
resolution procedures in clauses 11 and 42.5 of the
EBA and the regulations. Some changes relating to the
jurisdiction of the Magistrates Court instead of the Fair
Work Commission will be required as well as any
resulting process and procedural elements relating to
the change in jurisdiction. Wherever possible it is
intended that the procedure and provisions will be
faithfully replicated.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Do
I take it from the minister’s response then that the
necessary and appropriate changes outlined in the
explanatory memorandum relate purely to the
legislation itself and enacting, for example, as the
minister has said, the transition from the commission to
the Magistrates Court, and not anything beyond that?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The intention is not to go further. We are
seeking to replicate the provisions, but the member is
obviously aware of the change in jurisdiction, given
that we will not be dealing with an EBA as such and
therefore the Fair Work Commission is not relevant,
and we are inserting the Magistrates Court as the
alternative mechanism.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — For
a dispute concerning a proposal made under division 4
of part 2, will the prescribed dispute procedures be
limited to whether good faith consultation has occurred,
as currently provided by clause 42.5 of the EBA?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Yes, clause 42(1)(b)(iii) specifically limits
disputes concerning division 4 of part 2, so where the
good faith consultation has occurred, this faithfully
replicates the provisions in clause 42.5 of the enterprise
agreement.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given current dispute resolution procedures have been
effective without it, why is it the government’s view
that it is necessary to introduce an injunctive relief
mechanism? Why was this preferred to the current
status quo, which provision is in the EBA’s dispute
resolution procedures?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I advise the member that the injunctive
process has been introduced as disputes will now be
heard in the Magistrates Court. The intent of the
injunctive relief is to have a similar effect as the status
quo within the enterprise agreement framework. The
compliance regime has been drafted to maintain the
same or similar rights of review under a Victorian
jurisdiction rather than the federal jurisdiction with the
intent of not imposing any additional burdens on any of
the parties, wherever possible. I make the further point
to the member that obviously as the EBA sits under
federal jurisdiction at the moment, most matters go to
the Fair Work Commission. However, the potential is
there for parties to go to the Federal Court where they
could pursue injunctive relief.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
seek some further clarification from the minister in
relation to that response, because my understanding is
that injunctive relief can require that an employer cease
current practices until an issue is resolved, whereas
under the current status quo, say, under ratio staffing
would actually continue until the issue is resolved. You
could effectively have a quite opposite outcome under
injunctive relief than you have under the current
practices of status quo. Can the minister clarify for me
if that is correct, or is she saying that if it is consistent,
the injunctive relief will always reinforce the status quo
until the dispute is resolved?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I advise the member that it will be up to
the court to decide in the particular circumstances about
retaining the status quo, but that is usually what is
associated when you get injunctive relief.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am not a lawyer and I do not have experience, so let me
seek further clarification. Presumably this is different
from the current status, because it is completely in the
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hands of the court as to what it determines. One
determination may be that the employer, say a small
rural health service, ceases to staff under ratio even if it
has been embedded in a current workplace practice for
some time. The dispute would get resolved, but in the
interim the health service would have to staff up to
ratio, which it may not be able to do.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member, as I stated
earlier, that currently there is injunctive relief available
to parties in the federal jurisdiction through the Federal
Court, so we are just seeking to replicate the
arrangements that are already in place for parties,
including injunctive relief.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
the briefing that was provided we were advised that
very few cases go to the commission, and I think the
advice was that no cases have gone to the Federal
Court, so presumably it is possible, but it is a two-step
process. The first step with the commission would
require a status quo continuation. In this scenario now
what we have is the dispute resolution going straight to
the Magistrates Court where injunctive relief may be
provided. My question goes back to what I originally
asked, which is: why is injunctive relief now a first port
of call as opposed to something that would happen
down the track after having gone through a conciliation,
arbitration and mediation process potentially through
the commission? Now the first port of call may be
injunctive relief and a requirement for the health service
to change its current practice.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that under the current
arrangements it is possible to go straight to the Federal
Court and pursue injunctive relief, so we are seeking to
replicate the existing arrangements as closely as
possible.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have a question in relation to the way mediation will
function under the change to the Magistrates Court. In
the Fair Work Commission it is compulsory to have
mediation first before going to arbitration if that is
unsuccessful. In the Magistrates Court, as I understand
it, you have mediation only if it is agreed between the
parties. It seems that this is a significant change to what
has gone before. Is it going to be the case that the
decades-long practice of having mediation before going
to arbitration will stop unless agreed, or is the dispute
resolution clause going to include a compulsory first
stop at mediation before going to arbitration in the
Magistrates Court?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Fitzherbert for her question.
The rules of the Magistrates Court enable the parties to
agree to mediation. That is different to the rules of the
Fair Work Commission and its ability to conciliate and
arbitrate. Obviously with the changes in the jurisdiction
it is very difficult to replicate the arrangements
precisely because different courts, tribunals and
commissions have different rules in place. But in
relation to the matter that the member has suggested,
this is an issue that might come up between the parties
as we are consulting with them in the development of
the regulations. That is a matter that could be addressed
through the regulations if it is a matter that the parties
wish to pursue.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Clause 41(1) says:
A nurse or midwife who works at a hospital covered by a
ratio or a relevant union (as representative of the nurse or
midwife) may notify the operator of the hospital of an alleged
breach of the ratio or a ratio variation.

This goes to the question I asked not long ago. What
happens if the breach of ratio is a result of something
that has nothing to do with the service operator?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I refer the member to clause 43, which we
are yet to come to, which relates to civil penalties. As I
indicated to the member earlier, where there are
circumstances outside of a health service provider’s
control there would not be a wilful breach and therefore
there would not be a civil penalty imposed under
clause 43.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — If
putting patient care first is the key foundation for this
bit of legislation, what happens if there is a breach of
ratio due to the activities of, say, the union, which may,
for example, have a stop-work meeting, a protest
outside Parliament House or, dare I say it, members
standing in uniform outside a pre-polling station, and
the service provider therefore cannot manage its ratio?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — It is a pretty preposterous suggestion that
ratios will not be able to be met because members of a
union decide in their own free time to attend a political
activity or participate in our democratic processes.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — To
cover off what the minister said, given the revelations
in the Herald Sun over the last few weeks, we cannot
be sure right now who is being paid to do pre-polling
and who is not. Putting that aside, what happens if there
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is a stop-work meeting at the hospital and labour is
withdrawn, thereby dropping the ratio?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Again I refer the member to clause 43,
which we are not yet on, which relates to wilful
breaches and civil penalties. If it is a matter that is
outside the control of the health service provider, I
cannot see how the Magistrates Court would be
satisfied that the non-compliance was a wilful breach
on the part of the health service provider.
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parties, any below ratio staffing levels will be able to
continue. Where a formal written agreement does not
exist between all affected parties, the operator of the
hospital affected by the legislation will have 12 months
from the date of implementation either to amend its
staffing levels to meet ratio or to utilise the relevant
variation from ratio provision within the bill.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 43

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — Is
the minister indicating to the house, given the penalties
that are in place as a deterrent, that she does not see
stop-work meetings being something that is common
practice in our health services any longer?

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
refer the minister to clause 43(2), which says:

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The member is asking me about penalties,
and I am referring him to clause 43 — we are not on
clause 43 as yet — which uses the language of ‘wilful
and serious’ non-compliance in terms of the jurisdiction
of the Magistrates Court to impose a penalty if it is
satisfied that that test has been met. I am not able to
gaze into a crystal ball and speculate on what industrial
action may or may not be taken, but I have made pretty
clear how the test applies in relation to civil penalties
under clause 43. It would involve a situation where the
health service provider wilfully breached the existing
ratios.

I also refer the minister to her answer to me moments
ago, when she referred to clause 43 and a health service
provider wilfully or seriously breaching the ratio. What
happens if the breaching of the ratio is a union-led
activity and not the fault of the operator?

Clause agreed to.
Clause 42
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
The minister has touched on this, but I want to ask it as
a question I foreshadowed. From the perspective of
small rural hospitals where they cannot staff to ratio,
there may be a scenario where they are required to by
the courts. What assistance will the government give to
small rural hospitals to prevent them potentially having
to face an injunction or being issued with a penalty?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I again refer the member to the answers I
gave previously in relation to small rural hospitals in
which I indicated that the bill was drafted recognising
the challenges faced by small rural hospitals in
recruiting staff from an often depleted workforce
market. The bill enables these services to address these
specific challenges by utilising the flexibility
provisions, either with a formalised variation from ratio
provision, similar to a clause 42 proposal under the
EBA, or by entering into a local agreement. Where a
formal written agreement exists between all affected

The Magistrates’ Court may impose a penalty on the operator
only if satisfied that the non-compliance was wilful and
serious.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I refer the member to clause 43(1), which
refers to ‘the operator of a hospital’. It is the operators
of hospitals that put in place the ratios or the ratio
variations. It is intended that this provision under
clause 43 will limit the imposition of a civil penalty to
circumstances where non-compliance is serious in
nature and has been undertaken in a wilful manner, as I
have explained to the member already. It is intended
that civil penalties would be applied in exceptional
circumstances and would not be applied in
circumstances where a hospital has knowingly
breached the ratios due to inadvertent or unavoidable
circumstances, such as where nurses or midwives are
unavailable.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister went to great lengths to talk about the penalties
applied to the operator of a hospital. I am asking: if an
operator does not have the capacity to provide those
ratios because, for example, the union withdraws its
labour during a period of time and therefore puts the
operator in breach, would the union be penalised for
that activity?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that the answer is no.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — Can
the minister explain to the Victorian taxpayers, who
ultimately may have to fund any penalty that is applied,
why it is that the operator has all the onus for providing
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the ratios yet the union that provides the labour does
not?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Because the operators run and manage our
hospitals.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
That being the case, does the minister think that in
circumstances where the operator is unable to supply
labour because the union has withdrawn its labour the
hospital should be penalised?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I think I have covered this in various ways
already.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Yes, I have. I have explained to
Mr Ondarchie that the test in clause 43 relates to wilful
and serious non-compliance. I just explained to him a
few minutes ago that it is intended that civil penalties
would be applied in exceptional circumstances and
would not be applied in circumstances where a hospital
has knowingly breached the ratios due to inadvertent or
unavoidable circumstances, such as where nurses or
midwives are unavailable.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Where labour is withdrawn from a service provider
under the direction of the union, would the minister
classify the withdrawing of that labour as wilful and
serious non-compliance?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — This is obviously a matter for the courts to
determine. The test is set out very clearly in relation to
the issue of wilful and serious non-compliance.
However, as I have explained, where there are
inadvertent and unavoidable circumstances, I cannot
see how the court would be satisfied that that was wilful
and serious non-compliance.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Given that primary patient care is the focus, and the
minister said that to us earlier in the afternoon, would
the minister regard the withdrawing of labour and
therefore the denigration of the patient ratio by a union
as harming patient care?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I know that the member is reflecting his
clear anti-union bias here. But we do have laws in this
country that enable unions and employees to
collectively bargain, including taking industrial action,
and there are laws and parameters around that action. I
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have already addressed this issue several times now.
The test is clearly set out in clause 43. It relates to
wilful and serious non-compliance on the part of
operators. It is our expectation that this would be
applied in exceptional circumstances.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
am just trying to get clarity about exactly what the
minister is saying, because she is a little bit all over the
place here. Is the minister saying that the only penalties
that can be imposed are on the operators, irrespective of
labour being withdrawn by somebody outside their
control?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — This bill is not industrial relations
legislation; it clearly relates to patient ratios. There is a
provision in this bill that, as I explained, it is anticipated
would be applied in exceptional circumstances
involving wilful and serious non-compliance.
Ultimately it will be for the Magistrates Court to
determine the appropriate circumstances in which that
test is met.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Would the minister think the withdrawal of labour
affecting the ratios that the government is looking to put
in place would have an adverse effect on patient care?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I know Mr Ondarchie wants to ask
questions that are completely extraneous to the clause
we have before us. The clause that — —
Mr Ondarchie — Just answer it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister, without assistance. Mr Ondarchie has already
asked the question.
Ms MIKAKOS — The clause relates to civil
penalties; it does not relate to industrial disputation in
any form or manner. I have answered the question in
relation to how this clause is intended to operate on
numerous occasions.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I appreciate
that this process affords me the chance to make a
comment and not necessarily ask a question. I would
like to assist Mr Ondarchie with the clarity he needs.
He is insinuating that nurses will be directed by some
third party divorced from them to withdraw their
labour. He is divorcing the nurses from their union — it
is their union — and talking about them being told what
they should do with their labour. That is naive and
insulting to the nurses. He has suggested they would
freely and without any conscience take action and leave
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patients with no care. Mr Ondarchie might want to
name instances where that has actually happened in the
past.
Mr Ondarchie — You’ve completely missed the
point.
Mr LEANE — I think Mr Ondarchie is missing the
point, because he is trying to go down the line that
nurses will be told by some evil third party what they
should be doing with — —
Mr Ondarchie — I didn’t say that.
Mr LEANE — Mr Ondarchie did indicate that. He
has suggested that some third party will tell nurses what
they should be doing with their labour. The committee
stage has been taken down a track that is moronic and
insulting to the extreme.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Further to that, for Mr Ondarchie’s
benefit, I point out that the Fair Work Act 2009 covers
the issue of withdrawal of labour. As I made clear
earlier, this is not a piece of industrial legislation. This
is a bill that relates specifically to nurse-to-patient
ratios. But there are other mechanisms in other
legislation, in the Fair Work Act and in the terms of the
EBA itself, that will continue to apply in relation to
these matters.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
note — —
Ms Mikakos — You are just showing how much
you hate nurses — that is what you are doing.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Minister!
Mr ONDARCHIE — The day is getting longer and
clearly some of us are getting tired. I note Mr Leane’s
comments and I also note that nobody in this chamber
brought him back to the clause in the bill that we are
talking about, so he had free rein to talk openly and not
in relation to the clause. That being the precedent, let
me touch on what Mr Leane said. At no time have I
denigrated a nurse in my contribution today. As a
person who has worked in and run part of a hospital,
and as a person who has undertaken shifts in the
emergency department at a hospital, I know that at no
point in today’s contribution have I made any
denigrating comments about nurses.
Having worked amongst them and with them — which
I say to Ms Mikakos is something I have done — I
have nothing but the utmost respect for the work that
nurses do, and at no point in today’s discussion, at no
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point in any question I have asked and at no point in
any commentary I have made on this bill have I sought
to infer, chosen to infer or in fact inferred any
denigration of nurses and their profession. Let us be
clear about that. What I am asking about, if the minister
is not sure, is primary patient care, which is where she
started with this. If she is getting offended and getting
upset because I am asking direct questions that go to
primary patient care, that is a problem she has to deal
with, but what I am hearing from the minister is that if
the operators breach compliance, they will be taken to
the Magistrates Court, but if somebody else does, then
that is a different matter. That is unacceptable when it
comes to primary patient care, which is where the
minister started.
Clause agreed to; clauses 44 to 46 agreed to.
Clause 47
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I remind
the committee that this bill has 49 clauses and
3 schedules.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
You have reminded us that we are very close to the end.
We are making good progress.
My question to the minister is in relation to clause 47,
which is headed ‘Pre-existing higher staffing
arrangements’. Can the minister advise the committee
of how many hospitals and health services are currently
operating over ratio?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that any hospital
that is currently operating below ratio has been
accommodated within the bill with transitional
provisions which allow this to continue for 12 months
and allow for proposals to vary ratios. Hospitals that
currently comply with the enterprise agreement have
the ability to staff a ward with additional nurses or
midwives. This has been replicated in the bill in
clause 9(1)(c), which specifically states that the bill
does not prevent the operator of a hospital from staffing
a ward with additional nurses or midwives beyond the
number required by the ratio.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her comment, but that did not
answer the question, which was how many health
services are currently operating over ratio in the context
of a CWMA?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I advise the member that we do not have
the number of current work management arrangements.
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The reason for that is these matters are concluded
through an exchange of letters between the parties at a
local level and may not necessarily involve the
department.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Could the minister tell me how many over ratio and
how many under ratio CWMAs the department is
aware of?

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
response to a question on this clause the minister also
talked about below ratio staffing, which I will ask about
when we get to the next clause.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
Obviously it is a matter about which I did not have any
forewarning. Therefore I do not have a specific number
to give the member, but I am happy to take that matter
on notice and come back to her.

Given that this was an election commitment and that
the government has had 10 months to draft this bill, has
the government ever asked the question of the health
services that it consulted with extensively in relation to
this and deals with on a very regular basis on a whole
range of matters whether they had existing CWMAs
that were above or below ratio?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that obviously
there is the principle of devolved management that
applies here and the local health providers enter into
these arrangements at a local level themselves with the
relevant parties.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — So
does mean the answer is no, the department has never
actually asked?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I advise the member that we are aware
that some current work management arrangements are
in place, and that is by virtue of the fact that the
department has been directly involved. But I cannot
advise the member of the total number because, as I
indicated, with devolved management practices the
parties enter into these arrangements at a local level and
therefore the department may not be aware of the total
number.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just to clarify, as part of this bill, except where the
department may have been involved for some reason
other than the bill — that is, in resolving them — the
government has not asked health services if they either
have a CWMA for over ratios or under ratios?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — There are transitional arrangements in
place, as I have explained and the member is well
aware, that relate to these matters; therefore there is no
direct need for the department to ask, because these
matters will transition across under the terms of the bill.
But we are aware of some of them because the
department has been actively involved in the resolution
of these matters in the past.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It
was question 10 on page 2 of the letter that I provided
to the minister — just so that is clear. Given we had a
ruling recently from the President that there is no
requirement or mechanism by which to enforce a
commitment to take a question on notice, could I have a
commitment from the minister in terms of what form
that response will take and in what time frame?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can assure the member that I will write
to the Minister for Health in relation to this matter and
seek a response to the member’s question. Obviously
the member has the ability to pursue this matter further
through the usual mechanisms of the house.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — As
a sign of good faith in regard to pursuing this matter
and getting some resolution on it, would the minister
consider copying me into the letter sent to the Minister
for Health so that we can have some confidence that
these matters will be pursued? It is also requested of the
minister that where there is an under ratio CWMA —
and I am not seeking identifying information — if the
department knows that information, could the response
also provide what level of under ratio that CWMA
represents? Effectively what I am clarifying, and it goes
to some of the questions we asked earlier, is there are
some CWMAs under the ratio — we know that is the
case — and there will be a gap between the ratio and
where it is currently agreed that they operate. For those
that the department knows about it would be useful to
know the magnitude of the difference between how
much under the ratio they are and what it would take to
meet that ratio.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am happy to provide the member with a
copy of the letter that I will send to the Minister for
Health in relation to these matters, and I note the
comment she made about de-identified information.
Clause agreed to.
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Clause 48
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Getting agreement under the current practice can take
some time. I mentioned the Barwon Health case earlier;
I think that was 15 months or so. Some of them have
taken 9 or 10 months, and some of them have extended
quite beyond the one-year period. Why was 12 months
thought to be a reasonable time frame in which to
require the resolution of the existing issues, when the
practice in the commission has been that it can be
significantly longer?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the Barwon
Health case was a test case that was determined and
then appealed, and it was heard by the full bench of the
Fair Work Commission. Therefore it took considerably
longer than the 12-month period. There have been other
clause 42 disputes that have been resolved in under
12 months, so therefore 12 months was regarded as an
appropriate period of time. I also advise the member
that I understand there are currently no such actions
underway at present, so the 12-month transition timing
should be sufficient.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can I also clarify one point? I think I had a response to
it earlier when the minister said that the regulations and
the bill would be enacted and a functioning EBA
reflecting those two would be in place. I just want to
make sure that no 12-month period would start until the
regulations are well in place so that the mechanism of
how to resolve this in terms of the detail is laid out for
the health services.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the
12 months cannot commence until the regulations
themselves have commenced, and the 12-month period
commences at that point.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
will ask one last set of questions in relation to the issue
we were discussing previously, which concerned those
that are under ratio. The minister said previously that
there is no cost because these hospitals are all funded to
operate at ratio. The minister has also said, I believe,
and I might need some clarity on this, that the
department knows of some CWMAs that are under
ratio. I know she responded directly on those that are
over ratio. Perhaps I need to ask: does the department
know of or has it been involved in any CWMAs that
have also been under ratio? Given that there is a clear
and explicit acknowledgement that some health
services are operating under ratio and given we saw
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many annual reports tabled yesterday at which
break-even was a tight objective, how can the minister
say that this will not have a financial penalty on those
health services when clearly all funding is currently
being used to run the service and there is a gap between
the level they are staffing at and the ratio to be
achieved?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that the
department is not aware of any below ratio agreements.
We have asked the service providers as well as the
VHIA, and no-one has come forward to indicate that
there are any in place.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
just want to clarify that, because it is slightly different. I
know we started on clause 47 and are now on
clause 48; that may be the cause of the confusion. In
relation to below ratio staffing arrangements, is the
minister saying that the department has asked each of
the health services whether they have below ratio
staffing arrangements in place and that no responses
have been provided?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Just to be clear, the VHIA has asked the
health services providers, not the department directly,
and none were forthcoming in indicating that any were
in place.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
With the multitude of information and the thousands of
pieces of data that are required by the department and
the government of individual health services, has the
government not asked the health services about their
staffing arrangements so that it can be informed in the
development of this bill or in its assessment of financial
implications?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have just indicated to the member that
the VHIA has pursued this particular issue with health
service providers, and the indication was that there
were none below ratio.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can I ask then, did the government or the department
ask the VHIA to do that on behalf of the government
and report back?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that that occurred as part of
the consultation for the development of this bill.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Did the government ask the VHIA to provide a
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response, and has the VHIA not provided a response of
health services that are currently operating below ratio?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can assure the member that the VHIA
did respond to the department. Obviously that is the
industrial body that supports the health service
providers, and it advised the department that there were
no health service providers that were below ratio.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will the government and the department now seek to
satisfy themselves directly in preparation for this that
there are in fact no health services that are operating
below ratio either with a CWMA or without?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I can advise the member that we are
confident about our discussions with the VHIA, and we
will continue to have discussions with that organisation,
which is a representative of the health services
providers, as we go forward in the finalisation of the
regulations and other associated matters to bring this
legislation into operation.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would just like to clarify the minister’s earlier response.
Is the advice she has had from the VHIA that there are
no health services operating under ratio, either with or
without a CWMA, or is it that the VHIA does not know
of any? There is a difference between having an
assurance that no-one is there versus the scenario that
the VHIA does not have any information that would
show otherwise.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The advice I have is that the VHIA has
advised that no service has been forthcoming in
disclosing this matter.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am sorry to persist on this, but I think it is important
because in the consultation I have done directly, health
services have said they operate below ratio. I can
understand why there might be some nervousness in
alerting the government formally to that through the
process. I suppose I ask once more: will the
government satisfy itself not through the VHIA but
directly as part of the many pieces of information
provided — it could be as part of the multitude of
different agreements and discussions that are had — as
to how many and which services are going to have to
go through these 12-month processes and therefore
establish what sort of guidance and support it might put
in place?
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Government members have talked about details of the
transition arrangements and the matter of the 12 months
many times, so presumably they anticipate that some
health services are going to need to utilise these —
otherwise the government would not be putting them in
in the first place. In the absence of any advice through a
third party, will the government be satisfying itself in
relation to how many services are currently operating
below ratio and what the ramifications might be of
having to meet those ratios?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
Obviously the member would understand that whilst we
may ask the question, health service providers may not
always wish to be forthcoming in indicating that they
are currently in breach of the EBA. The member may
be aware of health service providers that are in that
situation. Obviously they have the ability to contact the
department and indicate that they are in that situation as
we transition to these new arrangements and also
indicate what assistance they may need in terms of
advice going forward and in terms of the transitional
provisions contained in the bill.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) — I
think what Ms Wooldridge was talking about was not
employers who are in breach of the EBA but employers
who have entered into a CWMA made locally, which is
a completely legitimate thing to do within the existing
framework. Nonetheless I think we all understand why
employers might not be willing to be totally open about
that, given the way it can be misinterpreted — for
example, in the way it just has been. I guess, therefore,
what we are asking about is whether the government
has a clear understanding — and whether it has made
any effort to obtain that understanding directly itself —
of how many health employers are quite legitimately
under ratio and have entered into a CWMA. I just
wanted to clarify that that is the situation we are asking
about. We are not asking about people who are in
breach of the EBA.
I note further that employers in Melbourne choose to be
over ratio, and generally in the country regions we are
talking about workforce shortages. It is not necessarily
a wilful desire to be under ratio. It is simply not being
able to find the staff. I wanted to clarify and put on the
record that that is the situation we are talking about. We
are not seeking to ask about people who are simply
breaching the EBA. We are talking about people who
have utilised completely legitimate mechanisms. In fact
the mechanism the minister referred to earlier when she
talked about an exchange of documents between the
parties to those agreements is what is under discussion
here.

CRIMINAL ORGANISATIONS CONTROL AMENDMENT (UNLAWFUL ASSOCIATIONS) BILL 2015
3526

COUNCIL

Thursday, 8 October 2015

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. I can
advise her that regardless of the reasons, health service
providers have not come forward with this information.
Obviously they are able to do so and can contact the
department about these matters going forward. We
have, however, pursued this issue through the
appropriate body, which is their representative body,
the VHIA. As I indicated earlier, no provider was
prepared to indicate to their representative body that
they were in those circumstances.

more sophisticated way in which their criminal
activities have been undertaken in recent years.

Clause agreed to; clause 49 agreed to; schedules 1 to
3 agreed to.

Of course this is a problem on a national level. It is a
challenge for all state jurisdictions to ensure that their
laws remain contemporary, given the changing
sophisticated challenge around criminal organisations,
and to ensure that they remain relatively consistent in
the sense that we do not have a situation where one
state fails to enact new provisions when other states do
move and in doing so make the state that does not act a
more attractive destination for organised criminal
activity.

Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank all members for their contributions
during the course of the debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CRIMINAL ORGANISATIONS CONTROL
AMENDMENT (UNLAWFUL
ASSOCIATIONS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 September; motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to
make some relatively brief remarks on the Criminal
Organisations Control Amendment (Unlawful
Associations) Bill 2015. At the outset I refer to the
record of the coalition in supporting strong measures in
our statute book to deal with criminal organisations,
and in particular the challenges that law enforcement
faces in dealing with outlaw motorcycle clubs. This is
an area that the previous Napthine government spent a
considerable amount of effort on in developing a
number of changes to the statute book to address the
growing problem of criminal organisations, in
particular, as I said, outlaw motorcycle gangs, and the

Some of the measures that the coalition implemented
include the introduction of control orders and
anti-association orders for gang members and an
anti-fortification regime to allow Victoria Police to
have the capacity to remove fortifications where they
are installed on club headquarters. These are all tools to
assist in the fight against organised crime, and in
particular that associated with outlaw motorcycle clubs.

As a state Victoria needs to be mindful of remaining up
to date with, and in many cases ahead of, changes in the
law in jurisdictions such as New South Wales and
Queensland. We have seen strengthening of the
regimes in Queensland and New South Wales, as we
saw in Victoria under the previous government, and we
have seen sophisticated challenges to the strengthening
of those regimes in those jurisdictions. Indeed at the
end of last year the New South Wales regime was
tested in the High Court, and the strength of that regime
in New South Wales was validated by the High Court.
That is a very positive development and something that
other jurisdictions should be able to rely upon in setting
their own frameworks, because as a state we do not
want to be in a situation where we are seen as having a
weaker regime to tackle criminal organisations and
therefore become an attractive destination for criminal
activity. Where other jurisdictions strengthen their laws,
we need to move in parallel to ensure that we have a
similarly strong regime. That is where the coalition has
some concerns with the legislation that is before the
house today. We express concern about the way in
which it has been framed and in particular some of the
exemptions that apply and indeed even a comparison
with the provisions of the Summary Offences Act 1966,
which this legislation will seek to repeal.
The main provisions of the bill insert new provisions in
the Criminal Organisations Control Act 2012, which
was a piece of legislation introduced by the coalition
government. New section 124A creates a new offence
of unlawful association when an individual is served
with a notice in relation to their engagement or
association with another person named in the notice,
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and the offence is where those persons so named in that
notice associate on three or more occasions in a
3-month period, or six or more occasions in a 12-month
period. The regime then creates a framework by which
Victoria Police can issue those unlawful association
notices, vesting that power in senior police officers to
issue the notices where they reasonably believe that an
individual has associated with a convicted offender and
that an offence is likely to be prevented if those
individuals are not associating. There has to be a
reasonable belief on the part of the senior officer
seeking to issue the unlawful association notice that
deterring that association will prevent criminal activity.

been given a free pass by this government — to be
concerned about the breadth of that provision in
particular.

However, the bill also includes in proposed
section 124A a series of very broad exemptions to the
regime in which the unlawful association notice has no
effect. These are set out in proposed section 124A(4).
Subsection (1) creates the offence of associating in
breach of an unlawful association notice, but it then
states that in a number of circumstances a notice will
not apply or have effect — that is, it will not be an
offence to associate in the following circumstances.
These include:

Likewise, we are concerned about the number of
associations — three in 3 months and six in
12 months — that are required for an offence to be
triggered and note that that is a higher number of
associations between the two parties than is required
under the New South Wales regime to trigger an
offence. It is easier to continue to have contact between
two parties under this regime in Victoria than in the
regime that applies in New South Wales. That goes to
the key issue that I started with — that is, if we are seen
as having a weaker framework than New South Wales
and Queensland, Victoria will become the destination
of choice for the type of criminal activity we are
seeking to avoid.

in the course of lawful employment or the lawful operation of
a business; —

I note it says lawful operation of a business, not the
operation of a lawful business —
… in the course of participating in education or vocational
training;
… while either or both of them —

the parties —

Even the exemptions of participating in education or
training, in the operation of a business or while both
parties are being provided legal advice give enormous
scope for the regime to be effectively avoided. The
coalition is concerned about the breadth of those
exemptions and notes the difference in those
exemptions from the regime that exists in New South
Wales. The Victorian exemptions are substantially
broader than those that apply in New South Wales.

The other key provision of the bill is the repeal of
section 49F of the Summary Offences Act 1966. It is an
existing but little used provision. It provides:
(1) A person must not, without reasonable excuse,
habitually consort with a person who has been found
guilty of, or who is reasonably suspected of having
committed, an organised crime offence.

are being provided a health service;
… while either or both of them are being provided legal
advice;
… while in lawful custody …

and, most significantly —
(f)

for genuine political purposes, or in lawful protest or
industrial action;

That is an incredibly broad provision which allows
parties who would otherwise be subject to the unlawful
associations provision to get around that regime.
Political activity, lawful protest or industrial action is
remarkably broad. You only need to look at some of the
activity which has been disclosed in the Royal
Commission into Trade Union Governance and
Corruption and some of the activity that has been
occurring with the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union here in Victoria — which was strongly
opposed by the previous government but which has

(2) The accused bears the burden of proving reasonable
excuse for habitual consorting to which a charge of an
offence against subsection (1) relates.

The act then goes on to define ‘organised crime
offence’. In the existing regime, which I understand has
had little use in the Summary Offences Act, the scope
of the offence is quite clear.
The exemptions being introduced with this legislation
do not exist in the existing regime, which also lacks the
complexity of the framework around the operation of
the unlawful association regime. The burden of proof in
determining that there was a reasonable excuse for the
association falls on the parties that are accused under
the current legislation, which will not be the case under
the unlawful associations provision.
The coalition strongly supports the improvement of our
statute to deal with the issue of criminal organisations
and outlaw motorcycle gangs, but we are concerned
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that this legislation falls short of what currently exists in
New South Wales and may leave Victoria with a
regime that is seen as preferable by criminal
organisations and outlaw motorcycle gangs to that in
New South Wales and therefore may leave Victoria
vulnerable to being a destination of choice for this type
of activity. The coalition government had a strong
record of improving the statute in respect of criminal
organisations, recognising their mobility and the
increasing sophistication of their operations. We are
disappointed that this piece of legislation does not
continue that trend by ensuring that we have a regime
as strong as that in New South Wales and Queensland,
which would have a deterrent effect against the
continued growth and transfer of that criminal activity
from other states to Victoria.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will not be supporting the Criminal
Organisations Control Amendment (Unlawful
Associations) Bill 2015, as was flagged by my
colleague Mr Hibbins, the member for Prahran in the
Assembly, when he spoke on the bill the other week.
The bill will amend the Summary Offences Act 1966 to
repeal the longstanding existing offence of consorting
and will also amend the Criminal Organisations Control
Act 2012 to insert a new offence of unlawful
association. I take this opportunity to remind the house
that the Greens did not support the 2012 act or the
amendments that were made to it in 2014. Similarly we
will not be supporting this bill.
It is worth noting what the current offence of consorting
under the Summary Offences Act 1966 is and also
pointing out that that offence is in the Summary
Offences Act 1966 and not in the Crimes Act 1958.
Under the Summary Offences Act 1966:
A person must not, without reasonable excuse, habitually
consort with a person who has been found guilty of, or who is
reasonably suspected of having committed, an organised
crime offence.

This has a penalty of two years imprisonment. The
accused bears the burden of proving a reasonable
excuse for habitual consorting to which a charge of an
offence against the first subsection relates. The act
continues:
… In this section —
organised crime offence means an indictable offence
against the law of Victoria, irrespective of when the
offence was or is suspected to have been committed, that
is punishable by level 5 imprisonment (10 years
maximum) or more and that —
(a) involves 2 or more offenders; and
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(b) involves substantial planning and
organisation; and
(c) forms part of systemic and continuing
criminal activity; and
(d) has a purpose of obtaining profit, gain, power
or influence.

The reason that has been given to us for repealing this
offence is that somehow it is not good enough. This is
the first I have heard of it not being good enough, and I
have been in here for nine years. Not only that, I have
only heard it asserted; I have had no evidence presented
to me that there is any problem with this longstanding
offence.
Changes introduced by this bill, as I said, will amend
the Criminal Organisations Control Act to include a
new purpose, which is to prohibit individuals
associating with individuals convicted of serious
criminal offences for the purpose of preventing the
commission of offences. That is what we already have
under the Summary Offences Act 1966, so I am
mystified as to how the new provision — and I will get
to that later in my contribution — will improve upon
the existing provision.
This bill creates a new offence under the Criminal
Organisations Control Act 2012 of unlawful
association, such that an individual who has been
served with an unlawful association notice by the police
must not associate with an individual specified in that
notice on three or more occasions within a 3-month
period or on six or more occasions within a 12-month
period. This is an offence that is indictable, triable
summarily, and the penalty is three years imprisonment
or 360 penalty units, or $54 600, if convicted, or both.
This is a very high penalty for the commission of no
crime, except for associating with someone, and with
no requirement for evidence that that association was
for a nefarious purpose.
There are exceptions under clause 5 in that it is not an
offence if the unlawful association of individuals
involves family members and those individuals
associate for a purpose that is not an ulterior purpose.
An ‘ulterior purpose’ is defined as the purpose of
planning, inciting or committing an offence or
expanding an organised criminal group or network.
However, it falls upon the family members who may or
may not have been convicted of any crime — certainly
not convicted of an indictable offence under the
definition in the bill — to prove that they were not
associating with their family member for an ulterior or
nefarious purpose. That is one key problem with this
bill. It will — and it has already in New South

CRIMINAL ORGANISATIONS CONTROL AMENDMENT (UNLAWFUL ASSOCIATIONS) BILL 2015
Thursday, 8 October 2015

COUNCIL

Wales — capture innocent people who are guilty of
nothing. They can be captured and caught up in this
regime that has been put in place already in New South
Wales and South Australia. It was put in place in New
South Wales in 2012 and in South Australia earlier this
year. The Greens did not support either of those bills.
Other exceptions to the offence of unlawful association
include lawful employment, education, provision of a
health service, legal advice, for genuine political
purposes or lawful protest or industrial action. Again it
falls upon persons who may be caught up in this
situation to account for their actions.
Going back to the stipulation about three or more
occasions in three months or six or more occasions
within a 12-month period, one wonders how that
provision is going to be administered, enforced or
monitored and how that is an improvement on the
existing offence under the Summary Offences Act
1966. In terms of the three or more occasions or the six
or more occasions, it could be that two persons may in
fact be consorting for nefarious purposes, but it might
only take them one or two occasions to carry out their
nefarious purpose. However, they will not be caught up
by this provision, and it cannot be enforced until they
have met on three occasions within three months and
been well monitored.
The minister says that while there is a higher threshold
in the current consorting laws than the level of
offending required to trigger the new unlawful
association laws, the current offence provides no clarity
on how many meetings constitute habitual consorting
and does not provide a mechanism for the issue of a
formal warning as a precondition to the commission of
an offence. It may not, under the provisions of the
Summary Offences Act 1966 as it stands now, provide
a mechanism under the act, but the police always have
the discretion to issue a warning. The minister goes on
to say:
The current offence does not exclude legitimate forms of
associations; instead it provides that a person accused of
consorting must provide a ‘reasonable excuse’ for the
meetings.

Under the Summary Offences Act 1966 as it now
stands the police need to do some work and collect
some evidence before they can bring the matter to a
court, as they have to present to a court that there are
issues arising from the association or consorting.
An exemption can be applied for the chief
commissioner to attend a gathering or event. Any
rejection of this application is reviewable, but it is
reviewable by another police officer, so it is not an
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independent review of that decision by the police.
Unlawful association notices will be issued by a senior
police officer to an individual who is 18 years or older
if the officer reasonably believes that the individual has
at least on one occasion associated with an individual
convicted of an applicable offence tried on indictment
and reasonably believes that the commission of an
offence is likely to be prevented if those individuals are
prevented from associating with each other. But none of
this can be tested in court.
Just on the reasonable belief of a police officer, a
person can be issued with an unlawful association
notice, a ticket, and then they will be on notice not to
associate with that person three or more times within
three months or six or more times within a year.
I draw the attention of the chamber to a problem the
Greens have been alerted to with clause 5, which inserts
new part 5A in the principal act. It is that the
government should consider amending the wording of
new section 124D(1) inserted by this clause to make it
clear. It needs to change the phrase ‘in respect of’ to
‘to’ so that it reads ‘A senior police officer may issue a
notice to an individual who is 18 years old or older’
rather than ‘in respect of an individual’. The current
wording makes that provision unclear.
The duration of unlawful association notices will be
three years. As I mentioned, an individual who receives
an unlawful association notice can apply to the chief
commissioner for an internal review of the decision,
and a new senior police officer will be appointed to
review the decision. That review is not independent of
the police, and that is a concern.
The new unlawful association laws are based on the
New South Wales model, which as I mentioned, the
New South Wales Greens also opposed. There have
been problems with the New South Wales model,
including Aboriginal persons being disproportionately
issued with warning notices. While the amendments in
the bill are an improvement on the New South Wales
model — contrary to what Gordon Rich-Phillips was
saying, which was that they make the model worse.
That is probably because we have a charter of human
rights and responsibilities, so the drafter of the bill
would have to at least take notice of that charter in the
drafting.
Ms Patten — Not much.
Ms PENNICUIK — That is right. Ms Patten said,
‘Not much’. The drafter of the bill would at least have
to do so if there has been a statement of compatibility. I
do not heap as much praise on that one as I did on the
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bill debated this morning in terms of its
comprehensibility. That is because this bill
fundamentally attacks human rights — people being
free to associate and to only come before courts of law
when they have been convicted of an offence.
It is not clear how these reforms are of assistance in
combating crime when laws already exist to do that.
Under the Crimes Act 1958 it is already an offence to
attempt a crime or to conspire to commit a crime.
Police can avail themselves of these powers to gather
evidence, charge persons and bring them before a court.
There has been no evidence presented by the
government of the need to change the laws in this
regard.
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The Law Institute of Victoria says that the criticisms of
the New South Wales legislation apply equally to the
proposed amendments in this bill and that if the police
cannot make out the level of criminality sufficient to
find liability for conspiracy or attempt, they should not
be able to use the charge of consorting as a backup
offence to ensure that people whom they suspect of
being involved in criminal activity are charged and
convicted. If the offence is used in this way, it becomes
little more than a means of evading the proper
procedural guarantees that are given to the accused at
criminal law. These types of anti-association laws
create offences based on who you know and not what
you have done.

Under the previous bills in 2012 and 2014 police
powers were significantly increased to deal with — or
supposedly to deal with — organised crime, despite the
laws that already exist to deal with those crimes. It is
already a crime to attempt to commit an offence, it is
already a crime to consort or work with others to plan a
crime, it is already an offence to deal in drugs and it is
already an offence to commit all the offences that
apparently this law will make it easier to deal with. The
Greens have not been presented with any evidence that
the current statutes cannot deal with these offences.

Just like the New South Wales Greens in relation to the
introduction of the laws there, we are concerned that
people with no criminal history who have not done
anything wrong and may have no criminal knowledge
or intent may receive a warning from police not to
associate with anyone. Family members should not
have to prove that there is no ulterior purpose in
associating with a family member with the applicable
criminal history under this bill — for example,
someone’s father, mother, daughter or son. Of course
there are crime families, but we still believe the current
statutes are able to deal with those.

Nevertheless, in 2012 and 2014 the Criminal
Organisations Control Bill 2012 and the Criminal
Organisations Control and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2014 were debated, and I spent a lot of time in
Parliament pointing out the issues pertaining to the bill
when it was proposed and in the act that came into
being. We were told that we needed these powers to
specifically target organised criminal gangs. I note that
there was no mention then of consorting laws being a
problem.

The restrictions on freedom of association and
movement under this bill are a concern. In the
statement of compatibility the minister said that to curb
these concerns a senior police officer can only issue a
notice if they reasonably believe it will prevent the
commission of further offences and that the individual
receiving the notice can seek an internal review.
However, this is not an independent review, and to
protect people’s human rights judicial oversight is
always the preference of the Greens.

As far as I know, no organisation and no individual has
been declared under the Criminal Organisations Control
Act, so those particular provisions in the act brought in
in 2012, which were increased and made even more
draconian in 2014, have not actually been used. The
provisions have not been used here, and where they
have been used, in Queensland just recently, they were
thrown out of court because the police fronted up and
said they had no evidence against the persons charged.
In fact the only time the provisions have been tested,
they have not worked. If the police believe that contact
between two people will involve committing an
offence, then they already have conspiracy and attempt
laws under the Crimes Act 1958 to deal with such
contact.

There is no judicial oversight of this aspect in the bill.
While there is a court process involved, it only happens
at a later stage after the person has been charged with
unlawful association. In addition, the decision to issue a
notice telling a person they cannot associate with
another is entirely at the discretion of police, and that
involves a major restriction on a person’s freedom of
association and gives the police a lot of power. There is
a review provision contained in clause 8 that states:
The Attorney-General must cause a review to be undertaken
of the operation and effectiveness of this act during the report
period.

The report period is until the act has been in operation
for three years. It is different to the provision in New
South Wales, where the review will be carried out by
the Ombudsman. That provision also has more detail
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about what is required, as well as the review being
required to be tabled in both houses of Parliament. In
that respect the New South Wales law is superior.
In his press releases and elsewhere the minister
mentioned that we need to change the law because
organised criminals are becoming more sophisticated
and are using social media and operating online. On
31 August an article in the Herald Sun quoted him as
saying:
Crime gangs are becoming more sophisticated, particularly in
terms of recruiting new members online and on social
media —

and that therefore we need —
… modern consorting provisions that keep up with the
sophisticated forms of organised crime facing us in 2015.

I find that statement quite mystifying because I do not
understand how the current laws fail to deal with this
issue. The current laws are broad enough to deal with it,
and I do not understand how issuing a ticket to
somebody for associating is a sophisticated way of
dealing with this issue. The police should be more
sophisticated in concentrating their efforts on gathering
the evidence they need to charge someone and bring
them before a court. The article also stated:
The new laws will also give new powers to the elite Echo task
force, which has already ramped up its crackdown on outlaw
motorcycle gangs …
The group has conducted several raids which have uncovered
a trove of guns, bullets, exotic weapons, drugs and hundreds
of thousands of dollars cash inside clubhouses or associates
properties.

If that is what is happening, that seems to be evidence
that the current laws on the statute books are actually
working and that we do not need to change them. We
should not be changing these types of laws when they
are already working and we have not been presented
with any evidence for the need to do so.
As I mentioned, we opposed the Criminal
Organisations Control Bill 2012, arguing that the police
already have the powers needed under criminal law to
deal with criminal organisations and that we were
concerned about possible breaches of human rights.
The Law Institute of Victoria and Liberty Victoria were
of the same view. I tried then to refer the bill to the
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee for an
inquiry, and I also sought for that bill to be delayed
until the High Court decision was handed down. That
bill enabled the identifying of individuals and
organisations as declared individuals or declared
organisations, and it has never been used.
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In 2014 amendments to this legislation included
making more offences subject to a declaration, placing
more restrictions on members of organisations, making
changes in the standard of proof and introducing
restrictive declarations. These amendments meant that
the act would apply to a wider range of offences at a
lower level that can trigger the making of a declaration
against an individual or organisation. Prohibitive
declarations and restrictive declarations were
introduced, and many other changes were made. The
Greens opposed these reforms and also attempted to
have the bill referred to the Legal and Social Issues
Legislation Committee, as I said. The previous
government refused the referral of any of its own bills
to those committees for review.
The Greens did support, however, the Fortification
Removal Bill 2013, which provided the Magistrates
Court, on application by the Chief Commissioner of
Police, with the power to make an order to require the
removal or modification of fortifications on premises
that are connected to certain criminal offences. We
supported that bill, although I did attempt to amend one
clause of it.
It is worth repeating, as I did in 2012, 2013 and 2014,
that the Greens support the police and the courts in
dealing with organised criminals, organised crime and
crime of all sorts. In order to do that the police and the
courts need to be properly resourced, and we need
proper legislation. We believe that we already have
sufficient laws on the statute book. In fact prior to 2012
we had sufficient laws on the statute book to deal with
organised crime. We already had in place such
mechanisms as the chief examiner, who deals with
organised crime issues; we had task forces in the police
to do with organised crime; and we have offences under
the Summary Offences Act 1966 and the Crimes Act
1958 to deal with these issues.
In relation to the bill, offences of conspiracy to commit
an offence or an attempt to commit an indictable
offence exist under the Crimes Act. All of these
offences have been strengthened beyond what was
required in our view in 2012, 2013 and 2014. They
have already been strengthened too much. We do not
need anything more than the powers that already exist
in section 321M in the Crimes Act which states:
A person who attempts to commit an indictable offence is
guilty of the indictable offence of attempting to commit that
offence.

Section 321(1) states:
… if a person agrees with any other person or persons that a
course of conduct shall be pursued which will involve the
commission of an offence by one or more of the parties to the
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agreement, he is guilty of the indictable offence of conspiracy
to commit that offence.

These are pretty clear provisions that already exist on
the statute book.
Under the bail and parole laws, courts can impose
conditions such as curfews, restrictions on where a
person can go and conditions not to have contact with
certain persons, as can parole conditions made by the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria. We have more than
enough laws and we need to use them and make sure
that the evidence is collected to ensure that prosecution
is successful. Just using a system of notices is not
enough.
The Greens opposed the laws introduced in South
Australia and New South Wales. Mark Parnell, who is a
Greens member in the upper house in South Australia
said the legislation:
… sets a very bad precedent for how this state deals with
legal issues. The irony of this bill being passed on the
800th anniversary of the signing of the Magna Carta is not
lost on many people.

This is the anniversary of the year the Magna Carta was
signed, which was obviously a first step in establishing
rights for people. This is not the time to be introducing
laws that take away those rights. Mr Parnell continued:
I think that this legislation is a low point in South Australia’s
legislative history. To just remind members, this bill and the
methods it uses has been roundly condemned by every legal
organisation in this state and every group concerned with
human rights and civil liberties. It is not to say that the people
who are opposing this bill are friends of bikies — I know we
are not. We want our communities to be safe and we want the
police to have appropriate powers to detect and prosecute
crime. The fact is that this legislation goes a step too far … it
captures people who are innocent and do not deserve to be
captured, and it infringes on strongly held … legal principles.

We feel the same about the legislation before us today.
Bill Potts, a criminal lawyer, has said that
anti-consorting laws in Queensland have proved
ineffective on gangs’ operations. Just recently a case
was dismissed against bikies known as the ‘ice-cream
bikies’, who were arrested while buying ice-cream. The
dismissal in Southport Magistrates Court of the charges
against the five alleged bikies, who were arrested under
anti-association laws after they bought ice-cream
during a Gold Coast holiday in January 2014, came as
the prosecution revealed that it had no evidence against
any of the accused. That was the first outing of those
laws in Queensland. We should not be going down a
similar path in Victoria when we already have a
perfectly fine consorting law in the Summary Offences
Act 1966.
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Part of the media interest around this relates to drug
crimes. The Greens are certainly concerned about the
rise of drug use in the community, but leading drug
experts also say that there is too much emphasis on law
and order when it comes to tackling the country’s ice
problem, for example. Eminent public health
campaigner David Penington and Victoria’s Drug
Court magistrate Tony Parsons have renewed calls for
an approach that focuses equally on treatment and
prevention while also understanding the need to deal
with supply.
These laws are directed at who you mix with and not
the purpose of the mixing. Associate Professor Steel
from the University of New South Wales said:
In a modern-day society there should not be an offence of
speaking to anybody unless the nature of a conversation is a
conspiracy.

David Shoebridge, a Greens MP in New South Wales,
said:
… Parliament should not … criminalise the simple fact of
speaking or texting to people who have previously been
convicted of an indictable offence.

Concerned innocent people could be caught up in these
new laws and concerned family members have to prove
that interactions with those with an indictable offence
background are reasonable. As with other tranches of
laws that have come through the Parliament over the
last three years and are unnecessary additions to our
statute book, the Greens will not be supporting this bill.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak in the debate on the Criminal
Organisations Control Amendment (Unlawful
Associations) Bill 2015. The stated aim of this bill is to
prohibit individuals associating with individuals
convicted of serious criminal offences for the purposes
of preventing the commission of offences. It will create
an unlawful association notice and an indictment notice
for breaching that notice. The explanatory
memorandum refers to the purpose as being
appropriately targeted at disrupting criminal networks.
I think preventing two people from associating with
each other is a very novel method of doing this: one
must have been convicted of an applicable offence but
the other, who is given the notice, does not have to have
committed any crime whatsoever or done anything
wrong. The bill allows for exceptions for family,
employment, education, health et cetera, as previous
speakers have mentioned. It also requires that the
convicted offender be convicted of an applicable
offence which is also indictable, and that has raised the
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bar so that it is not someone who has been convicted in
the Magistrates Court.

Having said that, the High Court has upheld the
legislation.

I think this is completely illogical. It is an arbitrary
control of relationships — the enforcement of which is
questionable. The way the bill is written is vague at best
and incredibly discriminatory at worst. I am not
proposing any amendments to the bill. I think it is based
on a fundamental lack of logic. The logic of this bill is
that we are attempting to stop people talking to
convicted criminals through this instrument, but, if they
do, we are going to send them to prison where it is
more than likely that they are going to be speaking to
criminals.

This legislation has some real legal issues. There is no
court appraisal under the legislation, so when police
serve a notice and create this restriction of association
there is no court supervision in any way. It is entirely in
the hands of the police. It is also in the hands of the
police if someone breaches a notice. The bill gives
police incredible powers to restrict citizens who do not
have criminal records and then puts them at risk of
criminal prosecution as a result of these notices. It is an
extraordinary conflict of interest.

These types of laws are not new of course. In my
reading on this topic I saw that Chief Justice French
noted in a recent case in New South Wales that laws
like this — those directed at inchoate criminality —
date back to the 14th century. An early example is a
statute that was enacted around that time that deemed a
person found in the company of gypsies for over the
course of a month to be a felon. We have moved on
from gypsies; we are now onto Gypsy Jokers.
Consorting offences throughout history have had one
consistent feature, and that is that they are about
targeting activity that is not criminal. They are also
about targeting specific people who we as a society do
not like. At the moment it is motorcycle gangs, but
earlier it was gypsies, and it will be someone else as
time goes on. This legislation is so broad that it could
affect anyone and everyone.
As Ms Pennicuik and Mr Rich-Phillips mentioned,
there is similar legislation in other jurisdictions, and it
has been proven not to work. The Queensland laws are
still in review. We have all heard about the
ice-cream-eating bikers who were jailed for three
weeks. The police admitted they had absolutely no
evidence, and it cost the state $500 000 to pull over
some bikers who were hanging out together eating
ice-cream. This is what this sort of law results in.
In New South Wales there was the case of Charlie
Foster. He was 21 and had an intellectual disability, and
he thought he was out shopping with some friends
when he was pulled up for consorting. The magistrate
did not want to send this poor intellectually disabled kid
to jail, but the legislation provided him with no
alternative to imposing a term of imprisonment. The
beautiful irony is that when Mr Foster was in jail in
Tamworth he shared a cell with one of the persons he
had been sent to jail for associating with. In the end
Mr Foster was released because his appeal was upheld
and the prosecutors knew it was a ridiculous result.

At the very least the police should be required to make
an argument to a court on a case-by-case basis as to
why an order is needed and to demonstrate how the
preconditions listed in the legislation are met — that is,
they should demonstrate how an offence is likely to be
prevented if the individuals are prevented from
associating with each other. But the legislation does not
do that.
An affected person should have the right to appeal a
decision or have the opportunity to challenge the
making of an order. When someone is handed an
association notice they should have the opportunity to
ask for a proper review or have some form of appeal
process with an independent body, but there is no
course of appeal in this bill. There is no mechanism,
except an internal one. The bill allows a person to
appeal to the police commissioner if they do not agree
with a notice. That has to be done within 28 days, with
no extension of time. If you do not get in contact with
the police commissioner within those 28 days, your
right to appeal is completely extinguished. You have
absolutely no right after that.
We are not even sure what the government is trying to
prevent with this. The precondition for the serving of a
notice by a senior police officer is a belief on
reasonable grounds that the commission of an offence
is likely to be prevented if these individuals are
prevented from associating with each other. That is
incredibly vague. When you are talking about sending
someone to jail over these conditions, it is dangerous to
have such vagueness in legislation.
Police Association Victoria spoke to me about this, and
even it is concerned about it. The police association is
very concerned about this bill because it is not sure
what evidence is required to show the commission of
an offence is likely to be prevented if these people are
stopped from associating. It does not know how to
satisfy the test. I agree, I do not know either. The police
association also questioned why it is not an offence
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unless you associate more than three times in 6 months
or six times in 12 months. Again, it said that this does
not make any sense — you are trying to prevent a crime
from being committed but will allow these people to
associate anyway just a few times? The police are
saying that the law is unworkable and unenforceable.
This raises another issue. We do not have to go through
the current consorting provisions in the Summary
Offences Act 1966 as Ms Pennicuik has already done,
but what about conspiracy in the Crimes Act 1958? If
the accused and at least one other person entered into an
agreement to pursue a criminal offence, it is conspiracy.
If the parties intended to form an agreement and the
parties intended that the principal offence would be
committed, it is conspiracy. We already have provisions
to cover that within the current legislation.
What about attempt? The accused intended to commit
an indictable offence and the accused attempted to
commit that offence — these would be grounds for
issuing one of these notices, but we already have
grounds for a conviction and to charge them. Further
crimes such as aiding, abetting, being complicit in the
commission of a crime or an offence all allow police,
after some analysis and some investigation, to prevent
the commission of an offence based on fact. If the
police must establish that the commission of an offence
is likely to be prevented if these individuals are
prevented from associating with each other, they would
have enough evidence for conspiracy or contempt.
The bill continues in its vagueness in describing what
conduct it is going to prohibit and what conduct is
unacceptable. It may expose somebody who has no
criminal conviction and no criminal history to being
criminally prosecuted. The term ‘associate’ is defined
within the act as meaning in company with or to
communicate with by any means, including
electronically. To be in company with is incredibly
broad. Does it mean to be on the same bus, to be on the
same plane, to be in the same pub or to be at the same
football oval? If people are being exposed to
prosecution for criminal offences, we need much
greater precision and certainty in describing conduct.
What if they are in the same Facebook group? What if
they like the same football team on Facebook? Are we
going to have police trawling through Facebook,
trawling through Twitter and trawling through
Instagram to monitor these association notices?
The bill claims that the laws are directed at motorcycle
gangs, but the applicable offences are extremely broad
and they are not necessarily crimes you would imagine
just someone from a motorcycle gang committing. The
offences are so wide that I think this bill will have
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unintended consequences, and it could and will be
very easily used by police for a whole range of
reasons — —
Ms Pennicuik — And has been.
Ms PATTEN — And has been, as Ms Pennicuik
says.
The research around the cycle of disadvantage tells us
that imprisoning someone perpetuates that cycle. The
young and vulnerable are targets for recruiters. This
legislation just makes it even easier. A lawyer, Bill
Doogue, has said:
Consorting laws are, in effect, the criminalisation of
relationships. They are used by the police to control people
who they believe to be likely to fall into criminal
behaviour … Overpolicing creates more offending and the
people that are targeted are the people police don’t like. It
becomes a vicious cycle.

The government seems very proud that this legislation
will only apply to those aged over 18, so no minors can
get caught up in it. I can tell members now that we are
going to see a whole lot of 16-year-olds acting as
go-betweens for motorcycle gangs — unless, that is,
these criminals decide to adhere to this legislation and
conclude, ‘Oh, right, we can’t associate. I’ll stop selling
drugs and I’ll move on to find an occupation without
crime’.
This is going to cost a huge amount to monitor. I do not
see how it is going to reduce crime in any way. Katie
Miller, president of the Law Institute of Victoria, said:
Police time would be better spent using their extensive
powers to investigate crimes based on past conduct, including
planning, conspiracy or attempt to commit crimes.

She said the law creates offences based on who the
accused knows, not what the accused has done. Hugh
de Kretser from the Human Rights Law Centre said:
Instead of criminalising who people spend time with, the
government and police should be focused on investigating
and prosecuting actual crimes.

That sounds like common sense. This piece of
legislation is not common sense. In fact it is
fundamentally illogical that in order to stop an
individual associating with criminals, the government is
going to throw them into jail with criminals.
In addition to that there is this magic number of times
individuals can meet before the risk of criminal activity
is too great. The legislation says people can associate
on up to three occasions in 3 months or six occasions in
12 months and somehow they will not conspire to
commit a crime. This underlines the fact that this is bad
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legislation. If a person is likely to fall into crime just by
being in another person’s presence, surely we should
simply say, ‘You can’t be in that person’s presence full
stop’. To say, ‘You can be together three times. When
you get to the fourth date, that’s when all the action
happens’, is nonsense.
I have an idea. If we really want to stop motorcycle
gangs and organised crime, we should legalise drugs.
That is what these organisations are predicated on. That
would cut their financial legs and topple their empires
entirely. We would not have to waste our time and
resources on this utterly pointless and unworkable piece
of legislation — —
Mr Dalidakis — Or this speech.
Ms PATTEN — I thank Mr Dalidakis. I am also
concerned that while we are one of the few states in
Australia that has a Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities — —
Ms Shing — Did you read the statement of
compatibility?
Ms PATTEN — I did read the statement of
compatibility, and I like how it manages to sidestep
almost everything by saying, ‘It might actually be in
breach. However, we think there’s a good reason for it’.
This legislation is clearly in breach. There is the fact
that you have no right to appeal. There is the fact that
you are now impinging on the rights and freedoms of
people who have not had any convictions. They are not
criminals — they have done nothing wrong. We might
as well forget the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities if we are going to allow legislation like
this through. It is in complete breach of the freedoms of
this — —
Ms Shing — Are you going on the record saying we
should forget the charter of human rights?
Ms PATTEN — I am saying that if we are going to
introduce legislation like this, we clearly have no
respect for the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities, which I personally have a lot of
respect for, which is why I am not supporting this bill.
It does not address the key issues. It avoids
responsibility. It will waste time and resources. The
police do not like it. We could be spending these
resources actually dealing with crime. It will target the
disadvantaged and vulnerable, set them up to fall into
cycles of criminal offending and create an industry of
recruitment. I could say it is a prophylactic to try to
prevent crime, but it is full of holes. It is not safe.
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Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — It is with
considerable optimism at the notion of brevity that I rise
tonight to make my contribution to the debate on the
Criminal Organisations Control Amendment (Unlawful
Associations) Bill 2015. I note from the contributions
that we have heard in the chamber this afternoon that
the coalition supports the bill, building as it does on the
criminal organisations control legislation in 2012,
which was then the subject of amendment in 2014. I
note also, to pick up on the position adopted by
Ms Patten in her contribution, that the statement of
compatibility might as well not have operated in respect
of this bill. To paraphrase her contribution just now,
that is because it ostensibly achieves nothing by way of
an appropriate balance between rights and freedoms on
the one hand and measures for effecting policy
imperatives on the other.
Ms Patten — I could not have said it better myself.
Ms SHING — I note that Ms Patten has indicated
that she could not in fact have said it better herself. I
want to place that on the record, so I am not later
accused of verballing her, which I would hate to do in
this context.
I note that for the sake of completeness the statement of
compatibility is an exhaustive document which goes
through the balancing of the competing interests that
are at the heart of making sure that we have an outcome
that fixes, as part of an overall schema, the way in
which criminal networks, including outlaw motorcycle
gangs, operate and, as part of a broader suite of
initiatives, counteracts organised crime and counteracts,
for example, the spread of illicit drugs as part of trade
routes and gang activity. This bill does what is
necessary to give effect to the anti-consorting laws to
enable police to disrupt outlaw motorcycle gangs and
other criminal networks. These laws are similar to the
anti-consorting laws recently introduced in New South
Wales and South Australia. They also build upon the
robust nature in which these notices can be issued. The
bill comes about as a consequence of close work with
Victoria Police to boost powers to better combat
criminal gangs.
The new laws allow Victoria Police to warn a person
not to associate with another person who has previously
been convicted of a serious offence if the police officer
believes the issuing of a notice will prevent further
offending. That is an exercise of discretion; however, it
must be a reasonable belief. To that end there are
safeguards built in which perhaps Ms Patten might find
some comfort in. I note also that there are avenues for
appeal in the event that a notice is issued and is later
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challenged by someone who is the subject of such a
notice.
In closing I recommend this bill to the house. I note that
it achieves a significant amount, which is supported by
the coalition; that it delivers on an election
commitment; that it is consistent with legislation in
other jurisdictions that has separately been subjected to
challenge to the High Court; and that it appropriately,
reasonably and proportionately — as per the statement
of compatibility — addresses a policy challenge as part
of maintaining community safety, reducing the
incidence of drug-related crime and the spread of illicit
substances among people who can ill afford to develop
dependencies. We have seen that through ice; we have
seen that in the way in which crystal methamphetamine
and other substances are made available to market. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I cannot tell you how delighted I am to
summarise the debate on this bill and wish it a speedy
passage through the chamber. I want to make some
brief comments. There has been a lot of talk about
human rights and the need for this bill, or the lack of
need for this bill, and I respect that there are a whole
range of different viewpoints. Legislation is of course a
balancing act, and we think we have got the balance
right.
There is no conspiracy to bring in harsh conditions
around the country. The reason that state government
after state government is bringing in similar laws is to
try to protect the citizens they are duty bound, through
legislation and within our democracy, to protect.
No-one wants to bring in laws simply because they are
going to make life harder, and that is true in
Queensland, New South Wales, South Australia and
Victoria. It is just not on. Whilst there are slight
differences in the manner in which these laws are
enacted across those states, we believe we have got the
balance right in terms of our laws being similar to those
of New South Wales but with greater protections.
There was a bit of talk about the charter of human
rights. I recall Ms Pennicuik’s earlier comments on the
statement of compatibility in relation to the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. I actually took note of what she
said in the debate on that piece of legislation, and I read
the statement of compatibility with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 for this
bill. If members had read it, they would see that human
rights are certainly protected.
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There are safeguards in this bill that some people think
are frankly too strong. We are dealing with some pretty
heinous people here. We are not talking about the bikie
clubs that ride to Trentham every Sunday. I sometimes
have a beer with them in the beer garden of the
Cosmopolitan Hotel. They are good people having a
good day out, drinking the odd coffee. No — we are
talking about outlaw bikie gangs, which are among the
biggest producers of methamphetamines in this
country. They are involved in all sorts of serious
crimes, and we have to arm the police with the tools
they need to stop these criminal activities.
I commend the bill to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 30
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms

Melhem, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 7
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Patten, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Springle, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT
(NO 99 YEAR LEASES) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr JENNINGS
(Special Minister of State); by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
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Statement of compatibility
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the National Parks
Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill 2015.
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In particular, the bill will:
(a) reduce the maximum term for a lease that may be
granted under the general leasing power from 99 years
to 21 years; and
(b) reduce the maximum term for a lease that may be
granted in respect of specific areas of land in Point
Nepean and Mount Buffalo national parks and Arthurs
Seat State Park from 99 years to 50 years.
Protecting our most precious areas of public land

In my opinion, the National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year
Leases) Bill 2015 (the bill), as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.

Labor is proud of its role in the process of establishing the
state’s system of national, state, wilderness, marine, coastal
and other parks under the National Parks Act — a system
built up over many years by governments of both persuasions
and mostly with bipartisan support.

Overview of bill
The bill will amend the National Parks Act 1975 (the act) to:
(a) reduce the maximum term of a lease that may be granted
for certain areas of land under the act from 99 years to
21 years; and
(b) reduce the maximum term of a lease that may be granted
for specific areas of land in the Point Nepean National
Park, the Mount Buffalo National Park and the Arthurs
Seat State Park from 99 years to 50 years; and
(c) make other miscellaneous amendments that are
consequential to the above amendments or are
administrative in nature.
Human rights issues
There are no charter rights relevant to the bill.
The bill will not impact on any existing leases granted under
the act and therefore it will not engage section 20 (property
rights) of the charter.
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill
2015 will amend the National Parks Act 1975 to implement
the government’s election commitments to ‘remove the
government’s ability to grant 99-year leases’ and to ‘not allow
large-scale development in our national parks’.

Our national and other parks aim to be representative of the
diverse natural environments occurring on public land as well
as providing protection of significant natural and cultural
features and scenic landscapes. The parks attract a broad
range of visitors and are critical to the social and economic
wellbeing of our community, as well as the environment.
Victoria’s national parks, which cover only a relatively small
proportion of the state, are special places that include
significant parts of our natural and cultural heritage. They
need to be protected and sustainably managed for this and
future generations. The Andrews Labor government is
committed to doing just that by putting their care and
protection back on the agenda.
Previous coalition governments have tried to exploit our
national parks for commercial gain, such as the major tourism
development proposed for Tidal River in Wilsons
Promontory National Park in 1996 and the introduction of
99-year leases in 2013. National parks are not about
large-scale developments nor should they be subject to the
spectre of 99-year leases effectively providing rights akin to
freehold over some of our most precious Crown land. As a
community we have an important responsibility to ensure that
we do not compromise the very values and qualities of
national parks that led to their protection in the first place and
which provide the basis for their enjoyment by many visitors.
The bill before the house will ensure that protection of our
national parks is again at the forefront of decisions regarding
their management and that the risk of damage from new
large-scale development is no longer a threat. The
government is committed to protecting these precious places.
This includes ensuring that they remain accessible to all and
that they are managed in line with community expectations.
The 2013 amendments to the National Parks Act to provide
for leases of up to 99 years were not consistent with either
community expectations or proper management of our parks.
There is no need for 99-year leases in national parks. The
2013 amendments have not resulted in government being
approached with any formal unsolicited proposals for
long-term investment in national parks. Furthermore, it is
illogical that the maximum lease term in the National Parks
Act is greater than that for a development in a Crown land
reserve or reserved forest.
Under the current legislative framework for most reserved
Crown land, a lease term of 21 years already acts as the
threshold to distinguish between small-scale and large-scale
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(substantial) investment proposals. Limiting the maximum
lease term in the general leasing power of the National Parks
Act to 21 years will best support the government’s policy to
protect Victoria’s national parks because it will act as a
disincentive to any proposals for large-scale development in
parks.
Investing in regional tourism
The government strongly supports tourism as a key part of
Victoria’s economy and it is working to encourage growth in
the tourism industry across the state. Tourism is a significant
contributor to the economy and to jobs for Victorians,
particularly in regional areas. Nature-based tourism — and
national parks — play an important role in the tourism
economy, attracting many international, interstate and local
tourists.
The government believes that the proper place for large-scale
tourism developments is outside national parks where they do
not impact on the park and where they can better support
regional economies. This is consistent with the worldwide
trend for resorts and similar tourism developments to be
located outside national parks. Although there are more than
209 000 protected areas, including national parks, around the
world, an analysis published in 2013 indicated that there were
fewer than 250 examples of private tourism infrastructure
located within such areas. Most of these examples arise from
development that predated the establishment of the protected
area, including heritage buildings or specialist viewing
structures. In these cases, adaptive re-use of the existing
infrastructure can provide for public use consistent with
protection of environmental values. The key example within
Victorian national parks where this may be applicable is the
Point Nepean Quarantine Station.
Nevertheless, locating large-scale tourism development
outside parks closer to regional towns and business operators
is more likely to support regional economies, as well as
minimise the risk of adverse impacts on parks. In many cases,
there are sites on other Crown or private land adjacent to
national parks that would be more appropriate for such
development. There are numerous good examples in other
jurisdictions to support this view. For example, most people
think that Peppers Cradle Mountain Lodge in Tasmania is
located inside the Cradle Mountain-Lake St Clair National
Park. But it is not — it is located outside the park, adjacent to
its boundary. There are also the Southern Ocean Lodge
located on private land between a national park and a
conservation park on Kangaroo Island, and the Fiordland
Lodge in New Zealand, located on private land but with
views into the nearby Fiordland National Park.
This approach is also consistent with the views of the late Bill
Borthwick, the highly regarded former Liberal Victorian
Minister for Conservation in the 1970s, who countenanced
against commercial developments in parks and who wrote in
an article in the Age in 1996 that ‘a long-term plan that
positively supported and encouraged the development of
commercial facilities outside our national parks … would be
the best long-term plan for sustainable ecotourism’.
The government will work with local and regional towns and
businesses to provide real, substantial measures to build
regional tourism in those communities and achieve increases
in visitation. This will include developing a process for
reviewing how the government can best support private
investment on private or other public land outside national
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parks. For example, the government will explore
opportunities for improving visitor infrastructure required to
enjoy iconic sites along the Great Ocean Road.
By removing the power to grant leases of up to 99 years, the
bill will set the maximum lease term for most leases in
national parks at 21 years. To support this, the government
has developed principles and procedures to guide the process
for granting a lease under the general leasing power. The
tourism leases in national parks guidance note provides for
consideration of opportunities for investments in small-scale,
low-impact infrastructure aimed at improving the visitor
experience in national parks. The guidance note gives
assurance that the process will be transparent and inclusive of
community views and that considerations for granting a lease
will include serious and significant protections of the
environmental values of the park.
Protecting our outstanding natural and cultural heritage
while attracting private investment — site-specific leasing
provisions
The government recognises that there are some cases where a
lease term greater than 21 years may be required due to the
nature of a proposal and the level of investment required, or
the proposal is uniquely connected to the park and can
promote its sustainable use and management. The
government believes that these instances are best dealt with
through site-specific legislation.
In particular, the government continues to support the
site-specific leasing provisions in the National Parks Act for
the Point Nepean Quarantine Station, Mount Buffalo Chalet
and Arthurs Seat chairlift. However, it does not consider that
a maximum 99-year lease term is either appropriate or
necessary. The bill will therefore reduce the maximum term
for a lease at these sites from 99 years to 50 years, consistent
with the leasing provisions that were in place before the 2013
amendments.
The government considers that the potential to offer lease
terms of up to 50 years at these sites is appropriate to attract
the private investment needed. For example, it may be
necessary to consider proposals for significant investment that
incorporate adaptive re-use of the Point Nepean Quarantine
Station and that demonstrate environmental sensitivity and
sustainability.
The government did not support the lease granted to Point
Leisure Group by the former coalition government because
the development proposal included areas of Point Nepean
National Park outside the quarantine station footprint.
However, the government will consider future private
investment proposals that are consistent with the objectives of
preserving the cultural and environmental heritage values of
the site and ensuring safe and regular public access.
For the Arthurs Seat chairlift, situated in Arthurs Seat State
Park, the level of investment secured needs to be
commensurate with securing the construction of a new viable
and safe chairlift on that site. The government has
successfully negotiated a 50-year lease with the Arthurs Seat
Skylift Pty Ltd for the construction and operation of an
all-weather, all-abilities access gondola that will be a
world-class tourism attraction.
Any future longer term lease for the Point Nepean Quarantine
Station, Mount Buffalo Chalet or Arthurs Seat chairlift will
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only be granted after consultation with the National Parks
Advisory Council and if the minister is satisfied that:
(a) the purpose of the lease is not detrimental to the
protection of the national park, including its historic,
Indigenous, cultural, natural or landscape features; and
(b) the proposed use, development, improvements or works
are of a substantial nature, of a value which justifies a
longer term, and the granting of a longer term lease is in
the public interest.
The bill will remove the provisions regarding in-principle
approval and agreement to lease that applied to longer term
leases. The in-principle approval stage required public
consultation, but this was limited to those who may be
affected by the proposal and it was unclear what information
was to be provided to the community.
Instead, the government is committed to effective and
inclusive community consultation on private investment
proposals in national parks. Any potential development will
be subject to consultation requirements at an early stage and
consultation will continue as required throughout
consideration of any proposal so that all interested parties can
have input into the process before a decision to grant a lease is
made. The tourism leases in national parks guidance note that
the government has developed to complement the bill
provides for consultation processes that are flexible and that
can be adapted to suit individual proposals and how to best
engage the community.
Conclusion
Removing the power to grant leases of up to 99 years in parks
under the National Parks Act is consistent with the
government’s commitment to protect these special places
from large-scale commercial development. It is also
consistent with the widely recognised purpose and intent of
national parks as our most precious areas of public land that
we, as a community, have a responsibility to protect and
preserve for this and future generations.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Ms Lovell.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 15 October.

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Ms PULFORD (Minister for
Agriculture) on motion of Mr Jennings; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.

3539

Statement of compatibility
For Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture),
Mr Jennings tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Amendment Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
1.

Overview of the bill

The purpose of this bill is to make various amendments to the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 (the act) to
strengthen the administration and enforceability of the act.
The amendments include improving courts’ capacity to make
control orders under section 12 of the act following a finding
of guilt for an animal cruelty offence, with provision for
monitoring compliance with those orders, the enhancement of
the powers of Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (POCTA)
inspectors and specialist inspectors to enable better
enforcement of part 2 of the act, and the enhancement and
clarification of the powers of authorised officers for the
regulation of scientific procedures under part 3 of the act. The
bill also amends the act to introduce and clarify offences in
relation to animal fights, baiting and luring, as well as
increasing penalties for offences of cruelty and aggravated
cruelty to animals.
2.

Human rights issues

Presumption of innocence — reverse onus
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. This right is relevant
where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof onto an
accused in a criminal proceeding, so that the accused is
required to prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to
suggest, that he or she is not guilty of an offence.
Clause 5 of the bill substitutes section 9(1)(g) of the act to
make it an offence to sell, offer for sale, purchase, drive or
convey an animal that appears unfit to be sold, purchased,
driven or conveyed. Section 9(2) of the act provides that it is a
defence to a charge under section 9(1) against an owner of an
animal to prove that, at the time of the alleged offence, the
owner had entered into an agreement with another person by
which the other person agreed to care for the animal.
Section 9(2) thereby places an onus of proof on the accused.
As clause 5 introduces an offence to which a reverse onus
applies, it is necessary to justify the resulting limit on the right
to be presumed innocent.
In my view, this limit is justified under section 7(2) of the
charter. The purpose and effect of the defence in section 9(2)
of the act is to provide the owner of an animal with an
opportunity to escape culpability in the event that an act of
cruelty is committed upon an animal. The existence of an
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agreement with another person to care for the animal in
question will be particularly within the knowledge of the
accused and it is reasonable that the onus be on the accused to
show that there was such an agreement. The prosecution
would still first have to prove the elements of the offence of
animal cruelty.

Clause 10 of the bill inserts new section 13(1G) of the act to
provide that it is an offence for a person, without reasonable
excuse, to attend an event or place where a person is using an
animal as a lure or kill for the purpose of blooding a
greyhound or in connection with the training and racing of
any coursing dog.

The purpose of imposing a legal burden is to ensure the
effectiveness of enforcement and compliance with the act, by
enabling the offences to be effectively prosecuted and thereby
operate as an effective deterrent. The importance of this
purpose is to prevent an owner from falsely claiming that
another person was charged with taking care of the animal,
which would be difficult and onerous for the Crown to
investigate and prove beyond reasonable doubt.

Clause 27 of the bill amends section 24ZR(3) of the act to
provide that a person must not, without reasonable excuse,
contravene or fail to comply with any direction or
requirement of a POCTA inspector.

Although an evidential onus would be less restrictive upon
the right to be presumed innocent, it would not be as effective
because it could be too easily discharged by a defendant,
leaving the prosecution in the difficult position of having to
prove that the defendant had not entered into the alleged
agreement. The inclusion of a defence with a burden on the
accused to prove the matter on the balance of probabilities
achieves an appropriate balance of all interests, bearing in
mind, in particular, that the defendants will be owners of
animals and reasonably be expected to have taken steps to
enable them to discharge their responsibilities of properly
caring for their animals.
The bill also contains various offences containing reverse
evidential onuses. Clause 10 of the bill amends section 13 of
the act. New subsection 13(4) provides that in any
prosecution for the offence of keeping or having the custody,
care or control of an animal for use as a lure or kill for the
purpose of blooding a greyhound or in connection with the
training and racing of any coursing dog, evidence that the
accused kept or had the custody, care or control of a
prohibited animal at a place used for those purposes is
evidence, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, that the
accused did so for those prohibited purposes. By effectively
requiring the accused to adduce contradictory evidence, new
subsection 13(4) may therefore be viewed as imposing a
reverse evidential onus of proof.
However, I do not consider that an evidential onus limits the
right to be presumed innocent. Courts in other jurisdictions
have taken this approach. Once a person has adduced some
relevant contradictory evidence, the burden shifts to the
prosecution to prove the elements of the offence. Evidence of
a prohibited animal having been at a place used for prohibited
purposes only amounts to evidence, not proof, that the
accused had the animal for such purposes. The provision is
therefore not as strong as an evidentiary presumption needing
to be displaced. Further, here the accused is only required to
raise evidence of matters that would be within their personal
knowledge (for example, of alternative reasons as to why the
animals were in the relevant place). For these reasons, in my
view the provision strikes an appropriate balance of interests
and, even if it did limit the right to be presumed innocent, it
would be reasonable and justifiable under section 7(2) of the
charter.
For the same reasons, it is my opinion that the various
‘reasonable excuse’ and ‘reasonable belief’ provisions in the
bill do not limit the right to be presumed innocent and, if they
did, would be reasonable and justifiable.

Clause 47 inserts new part 3AA of the act, within which new
section 36Q(2) provides that a person must not, without
reasonable excuse, refuse or fail to comply with a requirement
of an authorised officer to give certain information.
Clauses 29 and 30 of the bill provide exceptions to offences
on the basis of a reasonable belief that a relevant person held
a required licence authorising certain scientific procedures.
By creating ‘reasonable excuse’ and ‘reasonable belief’
exceptions, these offences may be viewed as placing an
evidential burden on the accused, in that they require the
accused to raise evidence as to a reasonable excuse or belief.
However, in so doing, these offences do not transfer the legal
burden of proof. Once the accused has pointed to evidence of
a reasonable excuse or belief, which will ordinarily be
peculiarly within their knowledge, the burden shifts back to
the prosecution. For these reasons and those set out above, the
provisions do not limit the right to be presumed innocent.
Right to protection against self-incrimination
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence is entitled not to be compelled to
testify against himself or herself or to confess guilt. The
Supreme Court has held that this right, as protected by the
charter, is at least as broad as the common-law privilege
against self-incrimination. It applies to protect a charged
person against the admission in subsequent criminal
proceedings of incriminatory material obtained under
compulsion, regardless of whether the information was
obtained prior to or subsequent to the charge being laid. The
common-law privilege includes an immunity against both
direct use and derivative use of compelled testimony.
This right is relevant to the new section 36R, introduced by
clause 47 of the bill. New section 36R provides that it is a
reasonable excuse for a person to refuse or fail to give
information or do any other thing that the person is required
to by or under part 3 or the new part 3AA of the act (which
provides for the enforcement of part 3 obligations), if to do so
would tend to incriminate the person. However, this
protection does not apply to the production of a document that
the person is required to produce by or under part 3 or
part 3AA of the act. The limited abrogation of the privilege
against self-incrimination in new section 36R, which applies
to part 3 enforcement, mirrors existing section 24ZV which
applies to enforcement under part 2 of the act.
The privilege against self-incrimination generally covers the
compulsion of documents or things which might incriminate
a person. However, at common law, the High Court of
Australia has recognised that application of the privilege to
pre-existing documents is considerably weaker than that
accorded to oral testimony or to documents that are required
to be brought into existence to comply with a request for
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information. I note that some jurisdictions have regarded an
order to hand over existing documents as not constituting
self-incrimination.
The primary purpose of the abrogation of the privilege in
relation to documents is to facilitate compliance with the act
by assisting part 3 authorised officers, who are responsible for
monitoring premises where scientific procedures are carried
out, to access information and evidence that is difficult or
impossible to ascertain by alternative evidentiary means.
Taking into account the protective purpose of the act, there is
significant public interest in ensuring that the environments
that are regulated by part 3 (private and secure facilities
largely within universities and medical institutes) are
operating in compliance with the act.
There is no accompanying ‘use immunity’ that restricts the
use of the produced documents to particular proceedings.
However, any limitation on the right in section 25(2)(k) that is
occasioned by the limited abrogation of the privilege in
respect of produced documents is directly related to its
purpose. The documents required to be produced are those
that are connected with an alleged contravention of the act,
because the powers to require production of documents under
part 3 and part 3AA are only exercisable either where there is
a basis on which entry and search of a premises is reasonably
necessary for the purposes of monitoring compliance with
part 3 of the act, or where a magistrate has issued a search
warrant on the grounds that the premises contain evidence
connected with a contravention of part 3 or the regulations.
Importantly, the requirement to produce a document does not
extend to having to explain or account for the information
contained in that document. If such an explanation would
tend to incriminate, the privilege would still be available.
Further, the obligation to keep particular records for
compliance with the act is a prescribed condition of licences
issued under part 3. The duty to provide these documents is
consistent with the reasonable expectations of persons who
operate a facility within a regulated scheme. Moreover, it is
necessary for regulators to have access to documents to
ensure the effective administration of the regulatory scheme.
There are no less restrictive means available to achieve the
purpose of enabling authorised officers to have access to
relevant documents. To excuse the production of such
documents where a contravention is suspected would allow
persons to circumvent the record-keeping obligations of the
act and significantly impede authorised officers’ ability to
investigate and enforce compliance with the scheme. Any
limitation on the right against self-incrimination is therefore
appropriately tailored and the least restrictive means to
achieve the regulatory purpose.
For the above reasons, I consider that to the extent that
clause 47 imposes a limitation on the right against
self-incrimination, that limitation is reasonable and justified
under section 7(2) of the charter.
Right to property
A number of provisions in the bill provide for the seizure,
disposal or destruction of animals in certain circumstances
and may therefore interfere with an animal owner’s right to
property. Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must
not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law. In order to be ‘in accordance with law’,
any power which authorises the deprivation of property must
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be conferred by legislation or common law, confined and
structured, formulated precisely, and accessible to the public.
In my opinion, any interference with property occasioned by
the bill is in accordance with law and is compatible with the
charter.
Giving effect to control orders
Clause 8 substitutes a new section 12 of the act to provide
courts with the power to make a control order disqualifying a
person from owning or being in charge of a specified kind or
class of animal, where they are convicted, found guilty or
found not guilty because of mental impairment of an offence
under the act. Although the bill permits a court to make a
control order following a finding of guilt for any offence
under the act, in my opinion this is an appropriate
discretionary power for a court to have in the context of the
protective purpose of the act. New section 12AA will enable
the court to authorise a POCTA inspector to seize and dispose
of an animal to give effect to a control order. Although the
court’s power to make a control order is discretionary, its
power to make such an order, and the circumstances in which
it can authorise the seizure and disposal of animals, are
clearly set out in the provisions. A person in respect of whom
it is proposed to make a control order will have the
opportunity to make submissions and give evidence to oppose
the making of a control order, and new section 12AB
provides for specified defences to the making of an order,
including where a person can prove they were not the owner
of the animal concerned in the offending and they were acting
on instructions of an employer or the owner of the animal.
Once a court has determined to make a control order, prior to
authorising seizure or disposal of animals the court must first
be satisfied by evidence on oath or affidavit that there are
reasonable grounds that a person is holding an animal on
premises in contravention of the proposed control order.
Where seizure and disposal is authorised by a court under
new section 12AA, any disposal of animals must be
performed in accordance with the existing disposal
procedures and powers prescribed under division 6 of part 2A
of the act, which includes taking reasonable steps to identify
and contact the owner, and specifies the methods by which
animals may be disposed of.
Emergency powers in relation to animal fights, baiting,
blooding and luring activities
Clause 13 of the bill introduces a new section 24AA
providing specific emergency seizure and disposal powers
that apply to animals found on premises where prohibited
animal fighting, blooding or using an animal as a lure or kill
is likely to occur, is occurring or has occurred. This provision
enables inspectors to lawfully seize, examine, feed and water
animals, even where participants in these prohibited activities
have fled the premises leaving their animals behind. The
powers also enable inspectors to lawfully destroy an animal
whose condition is such that it would continue to suffer if it
remained alive. Unlike the emergency animal welfare powers
in clause 16, there is no requirement that the welfare of the
animal be at risk to enable it to be seized. However, the
provision stipulates that prior to exercising the powers, a
POCTA inspector must suspect on reasonable grounds that
the premises contain an animal in respect of which a
contravention of the act relating to animal fighting, blooding
or using an animal as a lure or kill is likely to occur, is
occurring or has occurred. Therefore, the power is clearly
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confined by reference to the specific offence provisions that
prohibit these activities.
Animal welfare emergency powers
Clause 16 of the bill introduces new sections 24FA, 24FB,
24FC and 24FD which enable the minister to authorise a
specialist inspector to take immediate action where an
animal’s condition is such that it is likely to become
distressed and disabled. At present, section 24E of the act
requires a seven-day notice period where there are urgent
concerns in relation to an animal’s welfare, which can be
problematic particularly where an animal welfare emergency
occurs on a large scale or involves uncertainty surrounding
ownership of animals in distress. These new emergency
powers include the power of the minister to authorise the
seizure and disposal of an animal; however, before exercising
the power, the minister must believe on reasonable grounds
that the animal is in such a condition or such circumstances
that it is likely to become distressed or disabled, and that any
action to remove the likelihood of that distress or disability is
unlikely to occur due to the presence of certain prescribed
circumstances such as significant interruption of food or
water to the animal, abandonment of the animal, or the owner
being unable or unwilling to care for the animal or resolve the
welfare risk by reason of physical, financial or mental
incapacity. The minister must also consider that it is
reasonable to dispose of the animal having regard to a number
of specified factors including the cost of holding and caring
for the animal, the physical state of the animal, and whether it
is reasonable or practicable for the state to retain possession
of the animal.
Any seizure or disposal of an animal authorised by the
minister in accordance with this clause requires written notice
of the seizure and disposal to be given to the owner of the
animal or, if the owner cannot be readily identified or
contacted, to the person in charge of the animal, and may only
be performed by a person who has appropriate qualifications
to be appointed by the minister as a specialist inspector under
section 18A of the act. Any disposal of animals authorised in
accordance with this clause will be performed in the manner
determined by the minister, or otherwise in accordance with
the existing disposal procedures and powers prescribed under
division 6 of part 2A of the act, which includes taking
reasonable steps to identify and contact the owner, and
specifies the methods by which animals may be disposed of.
Enforcement in relation to scientific procedures
Clause 47 of the bill introduces enhanced powers for part 3
authorised officers, including the power to enter and search
premises, and seize any thing (that is not an animal) where the
authorised officer believes on reasonable grounds that it is
connected with a contravention of part 3 of the act, and the
power to apply to a magistrate for the issue of a search
warrant that can authorise the seizure of any thing (other than
an animal). The circumstances in which items can be seized
are clearly set out in the provisions. In the case of entry to
monitor compliance of premises in respect of which a part 3
licence is granted, or where it is suspected on reasonable
grounds that a scientific procedure using animals or the
breeding of animals for that purpose is being carried out in
contravention of part 3, the seizure of things may only occur
where the inspector believes on reasonable grounds that the
thing is connected with a contravention of part 3. Similarly, in
the case of entry under a search warrant granted by a
magistrate, a thing may only be seized or a sample taken

COUNCIL

Thursday, 8 October 2015

where it is named in the warrant (or could have been included
in a search warrant and it is necessary to seize or sample to
prevent its concealment, loss or destruction) and is reasonably
believed to be connected with an alleged contravention of
part 3. In both cases, the removal of a document may only
occur for so long as is reasonably necessary to make copies or
take extracts and the bill stipulates clear and reasonable
requirements for handling and returning seized items.
For these reasons, any deprivation occasioned by the seizure
of property will be in accordance with law, and will not limit
the right to property under section 20 of the charter.
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An
interference with privacy will not be unlawful provided it is
permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. An interference will not be arbitrary provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances, just and proportionate to the end sought.
The right to privacy is relevant to a number of provisions in
the bill. However, for the reasons set out below, it is my
opinion that none of the provisions in the bill limit this right.
Enforcing compliance with control orders
Clause 11 of the bill provides for a court, on application by a
POCTA inspector, to authorise the monitoring of a person’s
compliance with a control order or an interstate control order
that disqualifies a person from owning or being in charge of a
specified class or kind of animal. Authorised monitoring can
include entering and searching premises (other than any part
that is a person’s dwelling) for animals, as well as examining,
taking photographs or samples, seizing and retaining animals
of the specified class or kind. This monitoring power may
only be exercised where it has been authorised by a court, and
the court must first be satisfied that there are reasonable
grounds to believe that there is or will be non-compliance
with the control order. The period for which the monitoring
may be carried out will be determined by the court and
specified in the order, along with any other conditions the
court considers necessary.
The monitoring power is subject to a number of safeguards,
including the requirement for inspectors to identify
themselves and inform the occupier of the purpose of the
visit, the prohibition on exercising the power in relation to a
person’s dwelling, and, if there is no occupier present, leaving
a notice setting out prescribed information detailing what was
done whilst on the premises and posting a copy of that notice
to the owner and occupier. The power may only be exercised
for the purposes of ensuring court-ordered control orders are
being complied with. For these reasons, I consider the
monitoring power to be neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
Emergency powers in relation to animal welfare and animal
fights, baiting, blooding and luring activities
The emergency powers contained in clauses 13 and 16 of the
bill provide for inspectors to enter premises at which
prohibited animal fighting, blooding or using an animal as a
lure or kill occurs, or where an animal’s condition is such that
it is likely to become distressed and disabled. The powers of
entry under clause 13 may only be exercised by a POCTA
inspector where the inspector suspects, on reasonable
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grounds, that the premises contain an animal in respect of
which a contravention of the act relating to animal fighting,
blooding or using an animal as a lure or kill is likely to occur,
is occurring or has occurred. In relation to the powers in
clause 16 relating to animal welfare, entry may be effected by
a specialist inspector appointed under s 18A of the act, and
may only occur where a minister has authorised immediate
action where an animal’s condition is such that it is likely to
become distressed and disabled. Although there is no notice
requirement in clauses 13 or 16, in my opinion, this is
necessary and appropriate, taking into account the urgent
nature of taking action for the prevention of suspected animal
cruelty in these contexts.
In my opinion, in both cases the powers are reasonable and
appropriately confined. In both cases, the powers of entry are
accompanied by appropriate safeguards including prohibition
of entry to a person’s dwelling.
Enforcement in relation to scientific procedures
For similar reasons, I am of the view that the powers of part 3
authorised officers to enter and require the production of a
document or thing contained in clause 47 of the bill, are
neither unlawful nor arbitrary. In the case of new section 36A,
entry may only occur to monitor compliance of premises in
respect of which a part 3 licence is granted and the
licence-holder has therefore voluntarily submitted to
compliance activities, or where it is suspected that a scientific
procedure using animals, or the breeding of animals for that
purpose, is being carried out in contravention of part 3 and
accordingly the power is confined by reference to suspected
contravention of the act. Further, entry must not be exercised
on any part of premises that is used as a dwelling, may only
be exercised at a reasonable time, and if the power is being
used for the purposes of preparing a compliance report, the
power must not be exercised unless the licence-holder has
been given 24 hours written notice.
In respect of entry under a search warrant, a magistrate may
only grant a warrant under section 36C if satisfied that there is
on the premises a thing connected with a contravention of
part 3 of the act. Things found on the premises may only be
seized or a sample taken where it is named in the warrant (or
could have been included in a search warrant and it is
necessary to seize or sample to prevent its concealment, loss
or destruction) and is reasonably believed to be connected
with an alleged contravention.
The carefully circumscribed powers in each of these clauses
reflect an appropriate balance between ensuring compliance
with the regulatory scheme and the expectations of privacy of
occupiers and other persons at the premises. Furthermore,
each power has appropriate safeguards to ensure that any
interference with privacy will not be arbitrary. For these
reasons, I consider that the above clauses do not limit the right
to privacy.
Hon. Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 is the key
piece of animal welfare legislation in Victoria. Its purpose is
to prevent cruelty to animals, encourage the considerate
treatment of animals and improve the level of community
awareness about the prevention of cruelty to animals. The
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Amendment Bill 2015 will
amend the act to strengthen its enforceability and
administration. These amendments will help to ensure that the
purposes of the act can be met and that the investigation of
offences against the act, and sanctions that may be imposed
upon conviction, continue to be in line with community
expectations.
The bill will amend the act to introduce improved powers to
deal with large-scale animal welfare emergencies. While
current powers are adequate in the majority of cases, they
have proven to be inadequate in some circumstances,
particularly where an animal welfare emergency occurs on a
large scale or where there are complex ownership
arrangements that make it difficult to identify and locate
owners. For example, in 2012 nearly a million starving broiler
chickens were seized from six properties across Victoria as a
result of the financial difficulties of the owner of the chickens.
The urgency of the situation required immediate seizure as
the birds would not have survived the seven-day notice period
required under the current ministerial seizure and disposal
powers. Applications to the court were made to dispose of the
birds, however, no such orders were made as it was argued
the birds were no longer at risk because the department was
caring for them. In addition, there were multiple parties
asserting an interest in or ownership of the birds. Ultimately,
the seizing authority arranged for the birds to be fed until they
reached processing weight. The cost was approximately
$80 000 a day and the sale of the meat from the birds did not
cover those costs, leaving the state bearing outstanding costs
in the order of $1 million.
There is an ongoing risk of animal welfare emergencies of
this kind, particularly in intensive animal production systems.
To address this situation the bill introduces amendments that
would enable the issuing of a ministerial authorisation for
seizure and disposal of animals, either immediately or after a
specified period, to alleviate an animal welfare emergency.
The provision includes the ability to hold seized animals at
the premises while arrangements are made for their disposal.
In addition the bill clarifies the intent of the act, where it
refers to the risk to the welfare of animals, to make it clear
this refers to the welfare risk if the animal was returned to an
owner or person in charge.
The recent exposure of the use of live animals, such as
possums, rabbits and piglets, as lures in greyhound training in
this state and others resulted in swift action by this
government to instigate investigations by the racing integrity
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commissioner and the chief veterinary officer into animal
welfare in the greyhound industry. While the use of animals
in this way was already illegal, the ensuing reports
recommended amendments to strengthen the existing
provisions in the act. This bill introduces a number of those
recommended amendments by creating new offences and
strengthening existing provisions regarding baiting, blooding
and luring, to provide stronger powers and increased penalties
for these cruel activities.

under a disqualification order. The livestock were kept in
areas shielded from public observation. The acts of cruelty
may have been averted if inspectors had been able to monitor
compliance with the order. The bill will introduce an
amendment that will allow courts to authorise monitoring
either when a control order is made or on application by an
inspector. The powers of inspectors are provided for and the
period and conditions of the monitoring would be specified
by the court.

Offences relating to possessing animals of a specified type on
a property used for greyhound racing or training have been
introduced, as have new offences for animal fighting and for a
person being present, without a reasonable excuse, when
luring or blooding activities are occurring. In addition,
financial penalties for most offences relating to baiting,
blooding, luring and fighting are being doubled to a
maximum of 500 penalty units to bring these penalties into
line with penalties for other aggravated cruelty offences,
while being present during blooding or luring activities will
have a maximum penalty of 120 penalty units.

The bill will also make a number of amendments to existing
powers and introduce new powers for inspectors to improve
enforcement of the act. Inspectors will be able to require an
owner or person in charge to muster and secure livestock to
allow safe and efficient handling of animals during
inspection, the taking of samples, and seizure if necessary.
Spaying of animals will be made a prohibited procedure
unless done by a veterinary practitioner and the definition of
aggravated cruelty will be amended to clarify that it may be
multiple acts of cruelty, which combined, result in the
aggravated cruelty rather than just a single act. The offence to
sell, offer for sale, purchase, drive or convey a calf that
appears to be unfit because of weakness will be broadened to
apply to any animal and include unfitness caused by
emaciation, injury or disease. This will allow inspectors to
take action in relation to any type of animal that is unfit for
such purposes including domestic animals such as puppies
and kittens.

The act will also be amended to introduce additional powers
for entry onto properties where it is reasonably believed that
animal fighting, baiting, blooding or luring is occurring and
for the seizure, including holding the animals on the premises,
and disposal of animals found at such events. Housing of
seized fighting animals is difficult and costly due to their
often aggressive nature and the number of animals likely to be
seized. Dogs and cocks that are being trained or used for
fighting have little prospect of being rehabilitated and
rehomed to new owners and the dogs can pose a significant
risk to the community and other animals. The bill will provide
the department head with the power to declare dogs or cocks
seized at fighting events as forfeit to the Crown.
Courts currently have the power to impose orders, either
placing conditions on a person whenever they are in charge of
an animal, or disqualifying them from being in charge of an
animal for up to 10 years, where offences are considered to be
of a serious nature. The bill will amend the act to remove the
reference to serious offences to allow the courts greater
discretion to impose control orders where they believe they
are appropriate, such as where low-level offending has
occurred and it would be beneficial to impose an order
establishing preventative measures such as education to
prevent reoffending.
Removing the reference to serious offences is not intended to
limit a court’s ability to impose disqualification where a
person commits an offence of cruelty that the court
determines warrants a ban. Currently there are a number of
people who have had more than one disqualification order
imposed by the courts and over half of the orders imposed are
for the maximum 10-year period, leaving courts no option to
impose a longer ban for repeat offenders to prevent further
cruelty offences. The bill will enable courts to impose bans
longer than 10 years, including lifetime bans, on people who
have an existing disqualification order or have previously
been subject to one. The bill will also enable orders to apply
to the ownership of animals, not just to being in charge of
animals.
There is currently no ability to monitor compliance with a
court order except under warrant when there are reasonable
grounds to believe that a breach is occurring. In a recent case
a person with a history of aggravated cruelty and
disqualification orders committed further acts of cruelty while

Part 3 of the act regulates the use of animals in research and
teaching. Organisations or persons wishing to use animals in
research and teaching must hold a licence granted under this
part of the act. Over the past 15 years, there has been
considerable investment in biomedical research by successive
Victorian governments. The bill will amend the act and
regulation-making powers to modernise the licensing and fee
structure to better accommodate the increasing diversity of
licence-holders, reduce regulatory burden and improve cost
recovery.
Amendments to the act will introduce a power to charge
differential fees that align more closely to the administrative
costs associated with the different size and complexity of
licence-holders. This improved cost recovery will remove
existing cross-subsidisation and enable very large
licence-holders to consolidate their multiple licences into one
large licence.
Further amendments will improve licence governance and
accountability across all licence types. Amendments will
require a natural person to be responsible for compliance
under all licence types. A fit and proper test is introduced for
licence applicants. External accountability is enhanced by a
broadened scope for a ministerially appointed peer review
committee to review scientific procedures under any licence.
The bill will improve compliance monitoring and
enforcement by authorised officers. Proposed amendments
will clarify the existing powers of authorised officers to enter
and inspect licensed premises and to investigate suspected
unlicensed animal research, under search warrant if
necessary. If non-compliance is found, an improved notice to
comply introduced by the bill will enable authorised officers
to compel licence-holders to comply with licence conditions.
The bill will enable the department to take the action
described in the notice to comply, if necessary to alleviate
animal suffering, and to recover the costs of doing so. A
power to make adverse publicity orders is introduced to allow
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the courts to impose a penalty that will impact the reputation
of non-compliant organisations.
The bill will improve cost recovery by introducing a
compliance monitoring fee to go into the ‘Animals in
Research and Teaching Welfare Fund’, established by the
bill, to fund compliance inspections and reports. The ability to
charge this fee underpins the introduction of the tiered,
different-sized licences by providing industry funding for
compliance monitoring, which will benefit licence-holders as
well as providing community assurance. Many funding
bodies require independent review of licence-holder
compliance with animal welfare standards. Departmental
compliance monitoring meets this requirement and thus
reduces regulatory burden on licence-holders who would
otherwise need to convene a separate inspection to meet their
funding agreement. The compliance monitoring fee will
provide resources to ensure adequate frequency of
inspections, and to appropriately recover costs of government
services from beneficiaries.
The bill also makes a number of minor, consequential and
technical amendments to clarify provisions and improve the
enforcement of the act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DRUM (Northern
Victoria) on motion of Ms Lovell.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 15 October.
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Overview
The purpose of the bill is to increase immunisation rates for
young children in the community. Vaccine-preventable
diseases such as whooping cough, measles, polio and
diphtheria, can cause serious illness, disability and death.
Childhood immunisation has been proven to significantly
decrease the risk of infection and spread of
vaccine-preventable diseases.
The bill amends the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008,
so that the person in charge of an early childhood service may
not confirm the enrolment of a child at the service unless the
parent or guardian of the child has provided an immunisation
status certificate that demonstrates the child:
is immunised according to the appropriate standard
vaccination schedule, or a vaccination catch-up
schedule, or
has a medical contraindication for one or more vaccines.
The bill allows for certain categories of disadvantaged and
vulnerable children to be enrolled without providing the
immunisation status certificate, and requires the person in
charge to take reasonable steps to obtain the certificate within
16 weeks of the child first attending the service. This will
prompt the parents and carers of vulnerable and
disadvantaged children to undertake vaccination and provide
them with an additional opportunity to obtain information
about how they can access immunisation services.
Human rights issues

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (NO JAB, NO PLAY)
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for
Families and Children) on motion of Mr Jennings;
by leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children), Mr Jennings tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
(No Jab, No Play) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.

Protection of families and children (section 17)
The bill engages section 17 of the charter, which provides that
families are entitled to be protected by society and the state
and that every child has the right, without discrimination, to
such protection as is in his or her best interests and is needed
by him or her by reason of being a child.
Vaccines protect vaccinated individuals by immunising them
from the relevant disease. They also protect the community as
a whole, by increasing the overall immunity in the
community to reduce the spread of vaccine-preventable
diseases. The rate of immunisation that effectively prevents
the spread of a disease is known as ‘herd immunity’. For
example, the overall rate of immunisation required to achieve
herd immunity for measles is 95 per cent. High rates of
immunisation also provide important protection for those who
cannot receive vaccines. This includes babies who are too
young to receive vaccines or people who cannot receive
vaccines for medical reasons (for example, due to an allergy
to a component of a vaccine, or suppressed immunity).
The overall immunisation rate in Victoria for preschool-aged
children has remained stable for the past five years, between
91 per cent and 92 per cent. However, some areas have rates
closer to 85 per cent. Existing initiatives that promote
immunisation and facilitate access to immunisation services
have maintained the overall level, but have not achieved a
significant increase in the overall rate.
In my view, the bill promotes this right due to the health
benefits of immunisation described above.
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The bill may also engage section 17(2) of the charter, in that
children who are not fully vaccinated may be prevented from
enrolling in early childhood services.
The competing rights of children under section 17 must be
balanced against the benefits of an increase in immunisation
rates, both for vaccinated individuals and the community as a
whole. The serious impact of vaccine-preventable disease
must be weighed against the relatively small number of
children whose participation in early childhood services may
be limited. The bill is designed to minimise the possible
limitation on children’s participation in these services by:
allowing an exemption for children with a medical
contraindication for vaccines; and allowing enrolment of
disadvantaged and vulnerable children.
For these reasons I consider the bill does not unjustifiably
limit the rights under section 17(2) of the charter.
Freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief
(section 14) and freedom of expression (section 15)
The effect of the bill is that children who are not vaccinated
because their parents or carers have a ‘conscientious
objection’ to vaccination may be unable to enrol in early
childhood services. This engages the rights in sections 14 and
15 of the charter. Section 14 provides that a person has the
right to freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief.
This includes the freedom to have or adopt a belief of his or
her choice, and the freedom to demonstrate the belief. A
person must not be restrained or coerced in a way that limits
their freedom to have a belief. Section 15 provides that every
person has the right to hold an opinion without interference.
The bill may be seen to limit the rights of the parents to
freedom of conscience, religion or belief or to hold an opinion
without interference, in that their child is not able to enrol in
early childhood services because of the parent holding a belief
(objection to vaccines) and demonstrating it (acting on the
belief by choosing not to have their child vaccinated). It may
be argued that the bill therefore restrains or coerces parents in
a way that limits their freedom to hold a conscientious
objection against vaccination, in that they will be faced with a
choice between vaccinating their child, against their belief, or
not being able to enrol their child in early childhood services.
I consider that any limitations imposed on sections 14 and 15
by the bill are justifiable having regard to the factors set out in
section 7(2) of the charter, for the following reasons. Firstly,
the bill does not purport to prevent a parent from holding or
observing a belief that their child should not be vaccinated.
Secondly, children and families have an interest in being
protected from vaccine-preventable diseases, which can have
serious, even fatal, consequences. The weight of scientific
evidence demonstrates that vaccines are safe and effective,
with the benefits greatly outweighing the risks. As outlined
above, high rates of immunisation in the community,
particularly amongst children, are fundamental to maximising
the benefits of immunisation in preventing the spread of
vaccine preventable diseases. It is expected that the number of
children whose participation in early childhood education and
care is impacted will be smaller than the number of people
who benefit from an increase in immunisation rates. Existing,
less restrictive means available to increase immunisation
rates — measures focused on promoting immunisation and
facilitating access to immunisation services — have not
achieved a significant increase in the overall immunisation
rate.
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The right to freedom of thought, conscience, religion and
belief and the right to freedom of expression must be
balanced against the significant public health benefits to the
community as a whole from having high rates of
immunisation across the community. Those rights must also
be balanced against the rights in section 17 of the charter, for
children and families. Measures that increase the numbers of
vaccinated children attending early childhood services protect
the interests of the children and families who access those
services. This protection is particularly important for those
who cannot receive vaccines, due to age or a medical
contraindication.
Medical treatment without full, free and informed consent
(section 10(c))
It is noted that the bill will not mandate vaccinations, nor will
it provide for the administration of vaccinations without
consent. The right in section 10(c) of the charter that provides
a person must not be subjected to medical or scientific
treatment without his or her full, free and informed consent is
therefore not engaged.
Privacy (section 13)
The bill engages but does not limit the right in section 13(a),
which provides that a person has the right not to have his or
her family, home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
The bill will require that early childhood services collect
information relating to a child. This will include information
about the child’s immunisation status, and information about
whether the child is a disadvantaged or vulnerable child.
This information will be collected during the enrolment
process, or during follow-up processes after enrolment as
required under the bill. The provision of the information will
be a condition of the enrolment process. In light of the
enrolment requirements imposed under the bill on the person
in charge of an early childhood service, the collection of the
information would be consistent with the health privacy
principles in the Health Records Act 2001, in that it would be
authorised or required by law.
The collection of this information is fundamental to the
purpose of the bill, since it is designed to:
prompt and motivate parents and carers to arrange for
their children to be up to date with their vaccinations;
allow disadvantaged and vulnerable children to be
enrolled, and their parents and carers to be provided with
information about how to access immunisation services.
For these reasons, any interference with the privacy of
children or their families is not considered to be arbitrary or
unlawful.
Jenny Mikakos, MP
Minister for Families and Children

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT (NO JAB, NO PLAY) BILL 2015
Thursday, 8 October 2015

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The purpose of this bill is to boost vaccination rates across the
Victorian community.
Vaccinations save lives. Childhood vaccinations have been
proven to significantly decrease the possibility of infection
and spread of vaccine-preventable diseases such as whooping
cough and measles in the community. They provide young
children with maximum protection against serious and
potentially life-threatening illnesses.
Vaccinations protect not only immunised individuals, but also
others in the community by increasing the overall level of
‘herd immunity’ in the population and minimising the spread
of infection.
While the current immunisation rate for children under five
years of age is around 92 per cent, the overall immunisation
rate in Victoria has plateaued in recent years, and even a
modest increase can have a significant benefit. Immunisation
coverage of 95 per cent is necessary to halt the spread of
particularly virulent diseases such as measles.
This bill gives effect to the Andrews Labor government’s
election commitment to require children to be fully
immunised before they can attend child care.
Many childcare centres are co-located with kindergartens. To
ensure the scheme is as effective as possible and includes as
many children as possible, the government has expanded the
policy to include kindergartens.
The policy will apply to more than 260 000 Victorian
children attending approximately 3254 early childhood
services that operate in Victoria. This includes a mix of
private operators, local councils, community and other
not-for-profit organisations. It does not apply to services for
school-age children such as out-of-school hours care and
vacation care programs, nor to casual occasional care such as
crèches at shopping centres and gyms.
The bill will come into effect on 1 January 2016. From that
date, a child will only be able to enrol in an early childhood
education and care service if they are up to date with their
vaccinations.
The bill recognises that there are some children who, for
medical reasons, are unable to receive one or more vaccines
and where this is documented, these children will be able to
enrol in an early childhood education and care service. A
recognised immunisation service provider would need to
make an assessment of the child before giving the
certification required for a medical exemption. Children may
have a medical contraindication to a vaccine if they have a
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suppressed immune system or an allergy to one or more
vaccines.
Conscientious objection to immunisation will not be an
applicable exemption category. This recognises that
vaccinations save lives, and is supported by extensive
scientific evidence and expert medical advice.
The bill recognises that there are a number of vulnerable and
disadvantaged children in the community who may be in
exceptional circumstances or whose families find it difficult
to access immunisation services. Children in these
circumstances, which are outlined in the bill, will be able to
enrol in an early childhood education and care service if their
immunisations are not up to date on the proviso that for a
period of 16 weeks after commencement at the service, the
service will take reasonable steps to obtain the immunisation
status certificate for the child.
In recognising that some of the criteria for these programs are
complex and often change, the bill incorporates a provision
for the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services to issue guidelines specifying the circumstances in
which the criteria will apply.
During the 16-week period it is expected that early childhood
education and care services will engage with parents and
carers to obtain confirmation of immunisations, and to
provide information about immunisations and how
immunisation services can be accessed.
The provision for vulnerable and disadvantaged children
strikes a sensible balance between controlling a public health
risk and allowing access to early childhood education and
care services. The proposed criteria are designed to ensure
that those vulnerable and disadvantaged children will not face
barriers to their enrolment. The 16-week time period will
allow a genuine opportunity for engagement with families,
which is a chance to identify and address any issues that are
preventing the child from becoming immunised.
Penalties may apply to early childhood education and care
services for breach of an existing record keeping provision
under the Education and Care Services National Regulations
2011 that requires the enrolment record for each child to
include the immunisation status of the child. Court fines may
be imposed of up to $20 000 for failure to comply with the
record keeping requirements in the Education and Care
Services National Regulations 2011.
Authorised officers in the Department of Education and
Training are responsible for approval, quality assessment and
compliance monitoring of early childhood education and care
services in Victoria. They are currently responsible for
enforcement of the record keeping provisions under the
Education and Care Services National Regulations 2011.
Changes to the Education and Care Services National
Regulations 2011 will be submitted in 2016 to refer to the
new requirements in this bill. These changes will relate to
immunisation status certificates showing that a child’s
immunisations are up to date at the time of enrolment, that the
chid has a medical contraindication or that the child meets the
eligibility criteria for vulnerable and disadvantaged children.
Existing record keeping provisions will be enforced prior to
changes to the Education and Care Services National
Regulations being made.
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The bill imposes a number of obligations on early childhood
education and care services in relation to seeking and
obtaining proof of immunisation or medical contraindication,
interpreting immunisation documents, and keeping records.
Some of these requirements are already undertaken by
services and others are extensions of existing activities that
services are currently required to undertake.
The government looks forward to working collaboratively
with the early childhood service sector and local government
to make sure the changes are communicated to key
stakeholders in a clear and timely manner.
This will enable the early childhood services sector and local
government to understand and incorporate the changes into
their enrolment processes and ensure a smooth transition to
the new arrangements.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Ms Lovell.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 15 October.

VICTIMS OF CRIME COMMISSIONER
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr HERBERT (Minister for
Training and Skills) on motion of Mr Jennings; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills), Mr Jennings tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Victims of
Crime Commissioner Bill 2015.

Thursday, 8 October 2015

The bill also places the Victims of Crime Consultative
Committee on a legislative basis. The committee provides a
consultative forum for victims of crime to discuss issues of
relevance with representatives from courts, prosecution,
Victoria Police, victims’ service agencies and the victims of
crime commissioner. The committee will provide advice to
the Attorney-General on matters of relevance to victims
including policies, practices and reforms relating to victims
issues and support services.
The establishment of specific legislation to embed the
commissioner and the committee within the criminal justice
system will complement other acts, which demonstrate the
government’s strong commitment to victims, including the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 (the VOCA act), and
the Victims’ Charter Act 2006.
The definition of victim in the bill is the same as the
definition in the VOCA act, which includes a primary victim,
secondary victim or related victim of an act of violence. A
primary victim is a person who is injured or dies as a direct
result of an act of violence. A secondary victim includes a
person who is present at the scene and who is injured as a
direct result of witnessing the act of violence; and also
includes a parent or guardian of a child, who is injured as a
direct result of subsequently becoming aware of the act of
violence. It should be noted that injury includes not just actual
physical bodily harm, but also a mental illness or disorder or
an exacerbation of a mental illness or disorder. A related
victim includes a close family member, a dependant or a
person who had an intimate relationship with a primary
victim who died as a result of the act of violence.
The commissioner is also required by the bill, when
performing a function or exercising a power, to have regard to
the Victims’ Charter Act 2006.
Human rights issues
Charter act s8 — Recognition and equality before the law
A significant proportion of the community are victims of
crime, and many others feel the effects of those crimes. The
victims of crime commissioner will undertake an advocacy
role on behalf of victims and promote systemic reforms. The
Victims of Crime Consultative Committee includes victim
representatives and provides them with the opportunity to
have input into policy and service development.

In my opinion, the Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill
2015, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.

Although the commissioner will not become involved in
individual cases and has no direct advocacy role in the courts,
the systemic reforms that he will identify and promote will, in
turn, promote the recognition and equality of victims before
the law. Similarly, the work of the Victims of Crime
Consultative Committee will contribute to the recognition and
equality of victims before the law.

Overview of bill

Charter act s13 — Privacy and reputation

The bill will enshrine in legislation the position of the victims
of crime commissioner who will be able to advocate to
government departments and agencies for the recognition,
inclusion, participation of and respect for victims of crime.
The commissioner will also carry out inquiries on systemic
victims of crime matters. The commissioner will report to the
Attorney-General; and will provide advice to the
Attorney-General and government departments and agencies
regarding improvements to the justice system to meet the
needs of victims of crime.

Clause 18 of the bill allows the commissioner to request
access to information held by the Secretary of the Department
of Justice and Regulation.
Clauses 19 and 20 of the bill allow the commissioner to
request the Chief Commissioner of Police and the Director of
Public Prosecutions to provide full and free access to any
record as is necessary to enable the commissioner to perform
the commissioner’s functions.
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These organisations all have records relating to a significant
number of members of the community, so there are numerous
people whose privacy could be said to be compromised as a
result of provision of records to the commissioner.
However, this is balanced by the terms of clause 18 and by
clauses 19(3) and 20(3) of the bill which make it clear that
intrusion by the commissioner into the privacy of a person is
not arbitrary and is limited so that it may only occur when
necessary for the commissioner to perform the functions
assigned to the commissioner by the bill.
Clause 18 states that the secretary’s obligation to give the
commissioner full and free access to information held by the
department only extends to that which is necessary to enable
the commissioner to perform the functions under clause 23.
Clause 19(3) and clause 20(3) of the bill also provide further
protections against any unjustified intrusion into a citizen’s
privacy. Those sections allow the Chief Commissioner of
Police and the Director of Public Prosecutions to refuse to
provide records where doing so would prejudice the
investigation, enforcement or administration of the law, or
prejudice a fair trial or impartial adjudication of a case, or
disclose a record that is properly the subject of legal
professional or client privilege, or disclose the identity of a
confidential source in relation to enforcement or
administration of the law, or endanger the lives or physical
safety of those engaged in or in connection with law
enforcement.
Clause 21 of the bill also provides a strong safeguard against
misuse of information that may otherwise be said to intrude
unreasonably on the right to privacy. That clause provides
that, apart from the circumstances outlined in Clause 21(2),
any person who knowingly discloses any identifying
information obtained in the course of the performance of a
function or the exercise of a power of the commissioner
commits an offence punishable by up to 120 penalty units.
Clause 21(2) allows for the disclosure of identifying
information, but not arbitrarily or unlawfully. Disclosure is
only permitted where it is reasonably necessary:
so that a person can perform a function or exercise a
power of the commissioner;
for the preparation or conduct or participation in legal
proceedings;
for the administration or enforcement of a court or
tribunal order; or
to obtain legal advice or representation.
Information may also be disclosed if that disclosure is
authorised in writing by the person to whom the information
relates, or is authorised or required by an act.
Similarly, information that may be received by the Victims of
Crime Consultative Committee is protected by clause 46 of
the bill. This clause provides that, apart from the
circumstances outlined in clause 46(2), any person who
knowingly discloses any identifying information obtained in
the course of performing the member’s role as a member of
the committee commits an offence punishable by up to
120 penalty units.
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Clauses 25, 28 and 29 of the bill enable the commissioner to
make a report of an inquiry into a systemic victim of crime
matter, an annual report and a report relating to any matter
relating to the performance of the commissioner’s functions.
Those reports may engage the right to privacy, however there
are reasonable limitations placed on the use of identifying
information in any of the various reports by clause 30 of the
bill.
The commissioner may use identifying information if the
person to whom the information relates has given written
consent. The commissioner may not use any information,
whether identifying or otherwise, that would prejudice any
criminal proceeding or investigation, any civil proceeding, an
investigation by the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC), any proceeding in the
family division of the Children’s Court, any proceeding in the
Coroners Court, any proceeding under the Crimes (Mental
Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997 or any
proceeding under part 7 of the Victoria Police Act 2013. The
power to use information that might intrude on the right to
privacy is therefore not arbitrary and is appropriately limited.
Accordingly, even if the commissioner’s powers provide for
the limitation of the right to privacy of certain people, those
limitations are reasonable and justifiable. In my opinion, the
bill is compatible with this right.
Charter act s17 — Protection of families and children
As noted earlier, the definition of ‘victim of crime’ in the bill
encompasses family members in some circumstances. A
secondary victim includes a parent or guardian of a child,
who is injured as a direct result of subsequently becoming
aware of the act of violence. A related victim includes a close
family member, a dependant or a person who had an intimate
relationship with a primary victim who died as a result of the
act of violence.
This bill is therefore relevant to the right of protection of
families and children. The functions that the commissioner
has that are intended to advance the rights of victims will
extend to those family members who fall within this extended
definition of ‘victim of crime’.
The commissioner’s functions, as provided for by clause 13
of the bill, include advocating for the recognition, inclusion,
participation and respect of victims of crime, carrying out
inquiries, making reports and providing advice about victims
of crime matters. Those functions engage the right of families
and children to be protected by society and the state and the
right of every child to such protection as is in his or her best
interests.
Charter act s24 — Fair Hearing and Charter Act s25 —
Rights in criminal proceedings
Section 24 of the charter act provides for the right to a fair
hearing, and section 25 provides for fundamental rights of an
accused in criminal proceedings. These rights may be
engaged by the commissioner’s functions of inquiring and
reporting on victims of crime issues. However, any arbitrary
or unlawful intrusion is safeguarded against by clause 22 of
the bill.
Clause 22 prohibits the commissioner from performing a
function or exercising a power in a manner that would
prejudice legal proceedings or investigations. This clause is
cast widely and explicitly notes criminal proceedings and
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investigations; as well as proceedings in the Coroners Court,
investigations by the IBAC and any proceeding under the
Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act
1997.
Therefore, the bill is compatible, in my opinion, with the
rights prescribed in section 24 and section 25 of the charter
act.
The Hon. Steve Herbert, MP
Minister for Training and Skills

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).

Thursday, 8 October 2015

The bill formalises this role and establishes the victims of
crime commissioner as a Governor in Council appointment,
with clearly stated functions and powers.
The Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill also formally
recognises the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee.
This committee has existed since 2013, and is comprised of
representatives of the court, the legal system and victims of
crime. It has proven to be a valuable forum where victims of
crime, judges and magistrates, and criminal justice
professionals come together to discuss matters relating to
policy and services for victims of crime. Formalising this
committee in legislation will guarantee its continued
existence, confirm its membership and create an ongoing
mechanism for the voices of victims to be heard within the
criminal justice system and within government.
The victims of crime commissioner

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
draw to the attention of the chamber that clause 38 was
amended in the Legislative Assembly. The
amendments were minor and have the effect of creating
the ability to have reserve judges or magistrates serve
on the Victims of Crime Committee. This amendment
was requested by the Chief Justice of Victoria and was
not opposed in the Assembly.

The victims of crime commissioner will provide a unique
voice that can advocate for victims of crime in their dealings
with the criminal justice system, and with government
agencies. The bill defines ‘victim of crime’ broadly, in the
same terms as the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996. The
term encompasses those who are injured or who die because
of violent crime, those who are injured by witnessing a
violent crime, parents who suffer because their child is a
victim of violent crime and the family members of those who
die due to a violent crime.

I move:

As an independent and central point of contact for all victims
who have experienced difficulties or confusion in dealing
with the criminal justice system and government, the
commissioner is in an ideal position to advise government on
issues that arise at all points of the criminal justice system that
adversely affect victims of crime.

That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Victims of crime were once on the periphery of the criminal
law, where they were treated as just another witness. In recent
years, many changes have been made to recognise the
particular harm that is suffered by victims of crime and to
make their journey through the criminal justice system an
easier and more respectful one.
The Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 and the Victims
Charter Act 2006 were enacted in order to, amongst other
things, provide assistance to victims, and to recognise
principles that govern the response to those adversely affected
by crime. Whilst those efforts have achieved much, more
remains to be done.
Today I bring a bill to the house that takes another step
towards the recognition of the rights of victims of crime, and
the consideration of their experiences and concerns in
formulating policy.
The Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill creates an
independent commissioner, whose role will be to focus on the
recognition of victims of crime in the justice system, to
represent the interests of victims of crime to government and
to promote the inclusion and participation of victims of crime
in the justice system.
The inaugural victims of crime commissioner was appointed
last year. Mr Greg Davies (APM) has served as the
commissioner since October 2014 and has already been an
effective advocate for victims of crime across many Victorian
government agencies. I take this opportunity to thank him for
the work he has already done, and the work he continues to
do.

This role will be independent of government and not
beholden to any department or agency. The commissioner
will be able to comment on any issue of concern to victims
that he considers is worthy of enquiry. The commissioner will
identify and enquire into problems in the system, and report
his findings to the Attorney-General of the day and, through
them, to Parliament.
To ensure this independence, the commissioner is appointed
by the Governor in Council and holds office for five years.
The commissioner may be appointed for one further term, so
no one commissioner will hold office for more than 10 years.
While the commissioner will listen to individual victims’
experiences and problems, the greatest benefit of the
commissioner’s role will be the ability to inquire into and
report on a broad range of systemic issues across the justice
system that affect victims in a range of circumstances.
Our intention is that the commissioner will focus on the
big-picture issues that affect significant numbers of victims.
The commissioner’s role will extend beyond the
consideration of the actual trial process and into the broader
victims service system.
The commissioner will of course receive complaints from
individual victims of crime. These individual complaints will
assist the commissioner to identify the issues that are
affecting victims of crime, and to target his inquiries at the
right issues. Where possible the commissioner will provide
advice and information to individual victims of crime.
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However while the commissioner is able to advocate on
behalf of victims of crime, our intention is that commissioners
will not involve themselves with individual cases, or become
involved in particular prosecutions. The commissioner is
given a broad power to refer particular cases on, either to the
Ombudsman, the Chief Commissioner of Police or the
Director of Public Prosecutions. These are the agencies that
are best placed to consider and respond to particular problems
that might arise in individual cases.
The bill states that the commissioner’s functions include:
(a) to advocate for the recognition, inclusion,
participation and respect for victims of crime by
government departments, bodies responsible for
conducting public prosecutions and Victoria
Police;
(b) to carry out inquiries on systemic victim of crime
matters;
(c) to report to the Attorney-General on any systemic
victim of crime matter; and
(d) to provide advice to the Attorney-General and
government departments and agencies regarding
improvements to the justice system to meet the
needs of victims of crime.
The commissioner is given all the powers that are necessary
and convenient to perform these functions. In particular the
commissioner is given the right to require access to records
from the Department of Justice and Regulation, in so far as is
necessary to perform the commissioner’s functions. The
commissioner is also empowered to require records from both
Victoria Police and the Director of Public Prosecutions. These
records must be supplied, unless granting access to the
records would be reasonably likely to prejudice an
investigation or a trial; or disclose a confidential source of
information or endanger a person.
It is the intention of government that all relevant government
agencies will work in close cooperation with the victims of
crime commissioner as required. Following the passage of
this legislation, I will write to my ministerial colleagues
seeking the cooperation of their departments and other
relevant agencies.
The commissioner is given an explicit power to carry out an
inquiry on any systemic victim of crime matter. This inquiry
may be as a result of a specific request, or it may be on the
commissioner’s own motion. The commissioner may provide
the Attorney-General with a report of such an inquiry and the
Attorney may then, with the agreement of the commissioner,
publish the report or table the report in Parliament.
In addition to these reports, the commissioner may also report
to the Attorney-General on any matter relating to the
performance of the commissioner’s functions and these
reports may also be tabled in Parliament. The commissioner’s
office will not be required to provide financial reports
pursuant to the Financial Management Act 1994, but financial
aspects of the operation of the office will be provided as part
of the financial reports of the Department of Justice and
Regulation.
We expect that the commissioner will deal with a number of
sensitive documents. This bill provides safeguards — both for
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personal private information and for information that has the
potential to impact ongoing legal proceedings. Any person
who obtains information that could identify a person will be
prohibited from disclosing it, unless that disclosure is
necessary for certain reasons, including that it is necessary to
perform one of the commissioner’s functions or for the
conduct of a proceeding in a court or tribunal.
Similarly, the commissioner is prohibited from performing
any function or exercising any power in a manner that would
prejudice any criminal proceeding or investigation, or any
other legal process; such as an inquest.
In cases where the commissioner believes there is evidence of
corrupt conduct, the commissioner must refer the matter to
IBAC. He may also refer a matter to IBAC if it is relevant to
the performance of IBAC’s functions.
The commissioner will be most effective when he advocates
for the interests and needs of all victims. The distress and
suffering experienced by victims of crime often means they
are not in a position to publicly express their concerns or
issues. This bill gives the victims of crime commissioner the
powers needed to become their voice, and to articulate
victims’ collective concerns and issues.
Victims of Crime Consultative Committee
As I have already mentioned, this bill also formally
recognises the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee,
which has now been operating for approximately two years.
In order to ensure the committee continues to exist in a robust
form, that its composition is clear and that it provides victims
with an ongoing opportunity to fully be heard by government
and within the criminal justice system, it has been important
to cement its place in legislation.
The committee is important as it provides an opportunity for
victims of crime, judges and magistrates and justice agencies
and victim of crime services to meet together and discuss
ways to achieve improvements to policies, practices and
service delivery. In this respect, the committee will provide
valuable advice to the Attorney-General, which will be of
significant assistance in continuing to improve the criminal
justice system to ensure that it best serves all members of the
community.
The committee comprises a chairperson, the commissioner,
judicial members, a legal practitioner from the Office of
Public Prosecutions, the secretary of the adult parole board,
and a police officer. There will also be representatives of our
victims’ services. Most importantly, there will be up to seven
victims of crime on the committee.
The judicial members of the committee are a judge or reserve
judge of the Supreme Court, a judge or reserve judge of the
County Court, a magistrate or reserve magistrate, a coroner or
reserve coroner, and a magistrate or reserve magistrate of the
Victims of Crime Tribunal. I am grateful for the cooperation
received from the most senior ranks of the legal profession.
The chairperson is a Governor in Council appointment, holds
office for up to two years and will be eligible for
reappointment. The first chairperson was the Honourable
Philip Cummins, AO, a former judge of the Supreme Court of
Victoria and current chair of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission. His Honour very ably held that position from
the inception of the committee until 27 April 2015 when His
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Honour Justice Bernard Teague, AO, commenced serving as
chairperson.
Justice Teague, a former Supreme Court judge, a former
member of the adult parole board and the 2009 Victorian
bushfires royal commissioner, has extensive experience in the
justice system in general and in the criminal justice system in
particular, so brings invaluable knowledge and experience to
this role.
There are many committed, articulate and passionate
Victorians who are victims of crime and we want to hear the
voices of as many of them as possible through this committee.
For this reason, the tenure of a victims of crime representative
on the committee will be limited to two years. This will
ensure that there will regularly be new members who will
have the opportunity to offer their experiences and insights.
The committee will benefit over time from the knowledge
and skills of numerous different victims of crime, all of
whom — I am sure — will make valuable contributions to the
work of the committee.
Up to seven new victim representatives are currently in the
process of being appointed for a two-year period from
1 October 2015. The department has received many
expressions of interest from members of the community;
which reinforces how important it will be to enable as many
people as possible to take a seat on this committee.
In order to ensure that the committee is able to meet and
discuss relevant issues in a timely and appropriate way, it will
have the ability to regulate its own procedure. The
chairperson may convene a meeting of the committee at any
time, and the meeting may proceed regardless of whether all
members are present.
Committee members will from time to time be privy to
sensitive information. The bill provides safeguards to ensure
that a member may not disclose any identifying information
obtained in the course of performing the member’s role,
unless authorised by the chairperson and the person to whom
the identifying information relates. A member who
knowingly discloses any identifying information obtained in
the course of performing the member’s role commits an
offence punishable by up to 120 penalty units.
The committee has already demonstrated its ability to
promote the objectives of the bill. The committee has
achieved a number of goals. It has provided input to the
Victoria Police victim-centric strategy and has been very
active in projects which raise awareness of the impact of
crime.
Over the last two years, victim representatives on the
committee have worked with the Department of Justice and
Regulation and participated in community education forums
held during Law Week in May and regional forums in
Traralgon, Shepparton, Geelong and Broadmeadows in
November 2014.
Five of the victim representatives on the committee have
recently participated in a film to help other families deal with
the loss and grief which follows the death of a loved one as a
result of an act of violence. The film is a moving account of
their own experiences and journeys and will also be used by
Victoria Police in training police members, and by the Office
of Public Prosecutions to educate prosecutors.
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As I said at the outset, there have been many improvements to
the way victims are treated within the criminal justice system.
But we can’t be complacent. The creation of an independent
victims commissioner and a standing victims consultative
committee will ensure that the problems encountered by
victims continue to be brought to government’s attention.
This bill establishes a clear framework in which the
commissioner and the consultative committee can continue
with the important work of ensuring that victims of crime are
accorded appropriate respect and dignity within the criminal
justice system.
I commend the bill to the house.

Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
I just noticed that the copy of the bill I have has a
handwritten amendment. I am wondering if that is part
of parliamentary procedure.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I have been advised by the Clerk that that relates
to the statement that Mr Jennings just made to the
house.
Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Ms Lovell.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 15 October.

WRONGS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr HERBERT (Minister for
Training and Skills) on motion of Mr Jennings; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills), Mr Jennings tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Wrongs
Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Wrongs Amendment Bill 2015, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill implements most of the recommendations made by
the Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission in its
report Adjusting the Balance — Inquiry into Aspects of the
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Wrongs Act 1958. The bill will make it easier for certain types
of claimants to access compensation for their injuries.

the rights of claimants to access damages, and some
deserving claimants have been denied compensation.

Human rights issues

In 2013 the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission reviewed the personal injury provisions of the
Wrongs Act to identify any anomalies or inconsistencies, in
order to ensure that the act is operating fairly and is not
excluding genuine claimants from accessing compensation.
The commission was asked to make recommendations for
improvement to the act that would not place undue pressure
on the price or availability of insurance.

The bill does not limit any rights in the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The bill will promote the right to equality before the law
(section 8 of the charter) because it will allow some claimants
to bring claims for non-economic loss who would otherwise
have been excluded from doing so. For example, a person
who has a spinal injury that is rated at 5 per cent
whole-person impairment is currently unable to bring a claim
for non-economic loss. The bill will lower the threshold so
that persons with spinal injuries rated at 5 per cent
whole-person impairment can bring those claims.
The bill will promote the protection of families and children
(section 17 of the charter) as it re-establishes the right to claim
damages for loss of capacity to care for others, which will
benefit families where the caregiver is injured and unable to
provide care to his or her dependants.
The Hon. Steve Herbert, MLC
Minister for Training and Skills

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
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The bill gives effect to most of the recommendations in the
commission’s report, and will make it easier for certain types
of claimants to access compensation for their injuries. It is a
responsible, evidence-based reform package.
The current whole-person impairment threshold for access to
damages for non-economic loss, which compensates for pain
and suffering and loss of enjoyment of life, is ‘greater than
5 per cent’. The bill will lower this threshold for claimants
with spinal injuries to ‘5 per cent or more’, which recognises
that spinal injury impairments are only assessed in increments
of 5 per cent. This will mean that some claimants who suffer
from spinal injuries who are presently unable to access
compensation for non-economic loss will be able to do so,
reflecting the fact that spinal injuries often have a major
impact on a claimant’s overall quality of life.
The bill will also lower the impairment threshold for
claimants with psychiatric injuries, from ‘greater than 10 per
cent’ to ‘10 per cent or more’, which will slightly increase the
pool of claimants who are eligible for compensation for
psychiatric injuries.
The bill will also increase the maximum amount of damages
that can be awarded for non-economic loss, from $497 780 to
$577 050. This will bring the Wrongs Act into line with the
Victorian workers compensation scheme, and will be of
particular benefit to young or catastrophically injured
plaintiffs, by allowing them to access more compensation for
their injuries.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill makes a number of amendments to the Wrongs Act
1958 to ensure that Victoria’s personal injuries legislation
operates clearly and consistently to benefit claimants who are
injured by the negligence of others, while not unduly
affecting the availability of insurance at affordable premiums.
The bill implements most of the recommendations of the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission’s report
Adjusting the Balance — Inquiry into the Wrongs Act 1958,
which identified a number of anomalies, inconsistencies and
inequities in Victoria’s personal injuries legislation.
In 2002 and 2003 significant reforms were made to Victoria’s
personal injuries laws as part of a nationwide tort law reform
project in the wake of the collapse of HIH Insurance in 2001.
The reforms were designed to restrict some common-law
rights to compensation for negligence in order to reduce
insurers’ liability for damages, with the aim of relieving
pressure on insurance premiums and ensuring the availability
of insurance.
While there is evidence to suggest that the tort law reform
project was successful in reducing insurance premiums, there
are concerns that the reforms have disproportionately affected

The bill will benefit injured parents and carers by reinstating a
limited entitlement to damages for the loss of capacity to care
for dependants. This head of damages formerly existed at
common law but was abolished by the High Court of
Australia in 2005. Reinstating the head of damages recognises
the value of the work that is performed by parents and carers
in the home, and the significant financial stress that can be
placed on families as a result of the injury or death of a parent
or caregiver.
The bill also makes changes to the cap on damages for
economic loss so that it operates more fairly with respect to
people with high earning capacity and their dependants.
The bill aims to ensure that Victoria’s personal injuries
legislation operates clearly and consistently, and makes
important amendments that will lead to better, fairer
outcomes for claimants.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Ms Lovell.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 15 October.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
3554

COUNCIL

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! Earlier today during
question time Mr Barber asked me to consider
questions put by Ms Dunn to Ms Pulford, both
substantive and supplementary questions, in the context
of whether or not they had been adequately answered. I
have subsequently had the opportunity to read both the
questions and the answers provided, and I am of the
view that it would be instructive if the minister were to
provide written responses to both those questions to
ensure that they are more adequately answered in the
circumstances.

Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT — Order! I also indicate that
Ms Crozier has written to me in respect of a number of
questions she has put to the Minister for Families and
Children, Ms Mikakos. In the first instance they are
questions to the minister relating to questions on
notice 1251 through to 1257. Ms Crozier believes there
has not been an adequate response to those questions
insomuch as in all but one of those responses the
minister has relied on a statement that the information is
available in the annual report and is available online.
Ms Crozier’s question raises an interesting concern for
me, and I have had this concern previously in relation
to a query I received from Mr O’Donohue, who sought
weekly statistics in an area of interest to him.
Ms Crozier seeks monthly statistics. As I understand it,
the publication of statistics in the annual report is an
annual figure rather than a monthly breakdown.
I am mindful of the fact that we ought not be seeking to
be too onerous in terms of a minister’s responsibilities
in providing statistics, and that statistics need to be
accurate. It occurs to me that some short time frame
statistics are perhaps preliminary figures and have not
necessarily been verified. That is one of the reasons
why publishing dates are perhaps longer than some of
us might have hoped. In the circumstances I am of the
view that it would be better if a member, in this case
Ms Crozier, were able to ask for perhaps quarterly
statistics as distinct from monthly ones. I think that
would still achieve what I imagine is Ms Crozier’s
objective of trying to determine trendlines — for
instance, whether or not the number of calls to services
or the demand on services is higher in a particular
period of the year. I understand that Ms Crozier has
sought monthly statistics, and Mr O’Donohue sought
weekly statistics on another occasion, in order to
determine trendlines.
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We do need to compromise and make sure that we are
fair to the process in this respect. However,
notwithstanding those comments, on this occasion I
seek that all those questions — 1251 through to 1257
inclusive — be reinstated on the notice paper in as
much as I think that if those statistics are being
collected, then it is a courtesy to a member of the house
to provide those statistics rather than to refer the
member to a website, which in some cases can be fairly
difficult to navigate and actually find such figures.
Ms Crozier has written to me also in respect of further
questions to the Minister for Families and Children —
questions on notice 1244 through to 1250 inclusive. A
similar circumstance prevails in the respect that
Ms Crozier is seeking monthly figures. Perhaps she or
other members will take under advisement my
comments on the expectation of drawing down figures
to achieve an effective trend line but without being
overly onerous in terms of ministerial resources.
Nonetheless, on this occasion I am certainly prepared to
reinstate those questions — that is, questions on
notice 1244 through to 1250 inclusive.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Police station security
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police,
Mr Noonan. We are all aware of the very disturbing
situation that took place in Parramatta, New South
Wales, last Friday, and we are aware via commentary
in the media about the security upgrades that have been
commissioned at a range of police stations across
Victoria to provide extra security to our policemen and
policewomen, who do such a fantastic job. I noted with
interest the comments of the Police Association
secretary, Ron Iddles, on breakfast radio earlier this
week, when he said:
We’ve talked about changing security systems within police
stations for 12 months now, it’s time to walk the walk.

There have been media reports, and as I understand it
the Endeavour Hills police station, which was the
subject of a significant incident late last year, is having
its security upgrade completed soon. I am aware that
other stations in that vicinity, including the busy
24-hour Narre Warren North station, as I understand it,
have yet to have their security upgrades completed,
which the audit found was necessary.
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I also make the point to the minister that, from my
understanding, there have been no resources provided
to Victoria Police in addition to the budget allocation
made in May for Victoria Police to complete these most
important security upgrades that are required as a result
of the audit that was completed. The action I seek from
Minister Noonan is that he provide Victoria Police with
the resources it requires to enable it to complete the
necessary security upgrade works at police stations that
have been identified in the statewide audit that was
undertaken and completed, reflecting the changed
security environment in which we now find ourselves
operating. That would be the action I seek from
Minister Noonan.

School asbestos removal
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The matter I wish
to raise this evening is for the attention of the Minister
for Education, Mr Merlino. It relates to the commitment
to address asbestos in schools, the plan to identify
asbestos within Victoria’s schools and to take care of
the problems relating to potential exposure.
Gippsland has a number of school buildings, many of
which I have visited, which contain asbestos which is
largely undisturbed. In that context these buildings
provide ongoing utility; they are facilities that are used
and enjoyed by staff and students alike. Having said
that, however, I note it is important that we maintain a
steadfast commitment to safety in and around school
buildings. Along with many others throughout
Gippsland, and in particular in the Latrobe Valley, I am
heartened by the commitment to address asbestos in
schools to minimise health risks to people who might
otherwise suffer unduly from exposure and the disease
and ailments that can result, often much later in life.
The action I seek from the minister is an outline as to
how Gippsland schools will be identified in terms of the
presence of asbestos and how the plans are progressing
for identifying them and for ensuring asbestos is
removed in a timely and safe fashion so that kids, staff
and the community can continue to have a safe learning
environment.
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dairies exceeds 2000. With this, however, brings a
problem we see in western Victoria, which is the lack
of three-phase power going into the dairies.
The dairy industry is the biggest exporter from the port
of Melbourne and contributes something like
$4.6 billion to the Victorian economy through exports.
The lack of power has been a longstanding issue, one
that has restricted the growth of the industry. As I raise
this matter I am sure the minister is well aware that the
Bracks Labor government implemented a subsidy
system back in the early days which was very
successful and helped the industry grow. I therefore
urge the Minister for Agriculture to join us in meeting
with south-western dairy farmers to gain firsthand
updates on the issue and to review the funding
initiatives to rectify this problem.

Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water. It relates to the Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve,
which is very near the great regional city of
Warrnambool, which I am quite sure that residents of
Mulgrave will be able to get to with their 10 bridges
which have been upgraded using country roads and
bridges program funding.
The great Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve has a lot of
visitors. Indeed upwards of 200 000 visitors attend the
reserve each and every year. Given this significant
visitation level, we want to ensure that this park is
accessible to all members of our community, but at this
point in time the reserve is without a toilet with
disability access. It is important that all members of our
community can go along and enjoy wildlife reserves
such as the fabulous Tower Hill reserve. The action I
request from the minister is therefore that she seek to
fund the installation of a toilet with disability access at
the Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve to ensure that all
members of our community can enjoy the fabulous
park.

Disability grants
Dairy industry
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the Minister for Agriculture.
South-western Victoria is one of Victoria’s prime dairy
regions and the fastest growing dairy region in the state.
It produces more than 2.1 billion litres of milk from
about 1500 farms with 440 000 cows. I am told there
are about four cows per person in the region. The herd
sizes are growing, and the number of cows in many

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing. I understand there is a
round of small grants that will be available — they may
be available now — to assist disability self-help groups
to operate or maybe to undertake small projects or
purchase some equipment. The action I seek is for his
office to forward me personally the details of any
appropriate associated documentation, so that I can take
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it to a local disability group in Eastern Metropolitan
Region that may need assistance in navigating this
process.

Stronger Country Bridges program
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the matter I wish to raise with the
minister is an issue that came out of discussions I had
with Corangamite Shire Council and the Liberal Party
candidate for Polwarth, Richard Riordan.
As we have heard in this chamber for over a year now,
local councils have been struggling with maintenance
and upgrades of their roads and bridges, particularly
with the loss of the coalition’s $160 million roads and
bridges program, which provided over $1 million per
year to 41 rural councils across Victoria. Sadly, only
today we have heard that the Andrews government’s
new Stronger Country Bridges program is so broad and
has been so totally compromised that it includes
funding of metropolitan bridges and that over a quarter
of the first funding allocations under this program were
given in close proximity to the Premier’s electorate of
Mulgrave. Not 1 of the 48 bridges allocated for funding
sits in either the Polwarth electorate or the South-West
Coast electorate.
Corangamite Shire Council has identified the Castle
Carey Road bridge, which provides an important
regional stock and freight route over the Mount Emu
Creek, as a priority project for bridge replacement.
Ms Shing might be familiar with that creek if she has
been fishing down there. Interestingly enough the
federal government has seen fit to help fund this bridge
with $1.6 million, and, as I said, to its credit
Corangamite Shire Council has also committed
$1.6 million. The south-west community has been
surprised and somewhat disappointed that this bridge
replacement project did not receive state funding under
the Andrews government’s new Stronger Country
Bridges program, given that it has received local and
federal government support. Even more incredulous
was the fact that 10 bridges in downtown Mulgrave
received funding but none in the south-west.
The action I seek is for the minister to review the
current allocation for the new Stronger Country Bridges
program, have only country bridges meet the criteria for
funding and have the Corangamite Shire Council
application for a $2 million state contribution to the
replacement of the Castle Carey Road bridge be seen as
an urgent priority for funding.
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Macedon Ranges equine centre
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Regional
Development and it relates to establishing an equine
centre in Macedon Ranges shire. My request is that the
minister support the Macedon Ranges Shire Council to
advance its planning for the establishment of an equine
centre by providing the $150 000 required to develop a
full business case for the centre.
The equine industry is a major industry in the Macedon
Ranges and contributes an estimated $140 million
annually to the local economy. To capitalise on this and
further develop the shire as a premiere equine region,
the Macedon Ranges equine strategy 2012–16 has been
developed, which outlines seven strategic directions
over five years to support the growth and development
of the equine sector in the region.
Part of this strategy is the proposed establishment of an
international standard indoor equestrian centre, which
could attract and host international competitions and
events. A Macedon Ranges equine centre feasibility
study has been conducted. It found that an equine
centre is feasible due to the high level of stakeholder
support, that all options scoped have the potential to be
financially sustainable and that its development would
have a significant economic and employment impact.
Further, it says the benefits of hosting such a facility are
extensive. Most importantly it would provide the
community with access to a world-class facility that
would deliver a considerable economic benefit,
facilitate new business opportunities and create a wide
range of skilled and unskilled jobs. There was
overwhelming community support for the
establishment of an equine centre in the Macedon
Ranges, with 741 submissions, or 95.2 per cent of those
involved in the community consultation process,
supporting the proposal.
I recently met with the Macedon Ranges Shire Council
mayor, councillors and executive, as well as the
manager of economic development and tourism,
regarding the future direction of the project. The
council has resolved to continue to work with the
Victorian government, because it will need ongoing
support.
The feasibility study is complete, and the master plan
has been approved by council, and recommendations
for the next steps to be taken include the development
of a full business case for the equine centre, including
more detailed financial and economic modelling. I was
advised that council requires $150 000 for the business
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case. If the project is built, capital expenditure would be
$40 million to $50 million. This could be funded as a
possible public-private partnership, and council has
been working with the Government Business Office in
Dubai to seek investment. If it is able to seek enough
interest, the project may not need government funding.
My request is that the minister support the Macedon
Ranges Shire Council to advance the planning for the
establishment of an equine centre by providing the
$150 000 required for the development of a full
business case for the equine centre.

TAFE funding
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — The
adjournment matter I raise today is for the Minister for
Training and Skills, Steve Herbert. It is a known fact
that all jobs start with skills. Skills come from
education and vocational training, and the Victorian
TAFE sector plays a vital role in getting people ready
for work.
The Andrews Labor government has committed to
high-quality training and as a result is creating more
opportunity for jobs and growing our state’s
economy — things that were completely abandoned by
the previous government. Not only did we see the
manufacturing industry shut down under the coalition
but we saw it TAFEs closed across the state too. It did
this without giving a second thought to the lives and
families this would destroy and the impact this would
have on the Victorian economy. It did this when
Victoria was in the middle of a jobs crisis. But this
government is committed to rebuilding the Victorian
TAFE system. Already the $320 million TAFE Rescue
Fund is being delivered and is saving campuses and
communities.
In addition to this, the government has committed
$50 million to the TAFE Back to Work Fund to link
students with local jobs. In my electorate this is very
important, as there has been an ongoing issue with
youth disengagement and unemployment. The
government’s TAFE rescue program and plan for
creating 100 000 jobs in this state will support our most
vulnerable and disengaged young people by saving the
local learning and employment networks, which is great
news for my electorate.
I ask the minister how these funds will be of benefit to
the TAFEs within my electorate and what opportunities
are being made available to encourage young people
within my electorate to further their skills and training
to make them job ready?
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Multicultural affairs grants
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter that I wish to raise is for the attention of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs, and it relates to
matters that I have raised here in the house on a couple
of occasions already, and that is the need for funding
and resources to be rolled out for short-term measures
under the social cohesion and community resilience
fund, for which the government has set aside
$25 million over four years.
I understand that the minister is looking at medium and
long-term measures, and that is commendable, but I
think there is a strong need for short-term measures and
resources to be rolled out to address matters which
actually are a threat to our social cohesion and
resilience. One of the matters that I have raised is a
need to fund projects that aid the removal of online hate
material and also material online that seeks to recruit
and radicalise. Another example — and this is the
specific matter that I am raising tonight — has to do
with the cancellation of the wine festival in Bendigo as
a result of a planned anti-Islam rally, as well as a
counter rally, which was anticipated to cause ugly
scenes yet again in a potentially violent confrontation
between 650 activists on opposing sides.
As a result of the cancellation of the wine festival, it is
expected that there will be a cost to the economy of the
Bendigo community to the tune of about $500 000 and
also significant funds lost in the preparation for the
festival, as well as in ticket sales. It seems to me that it
ought to be possible under the social cohesion and
resilience fund for additional resources to be offered for
short-term measures and priorities to the City of Greater
Bendigo as well as to the Bendigo police and the
business community to help them deal with these
challenges and hopefully neutralise the situation. We
need to be proactive in trying to find some
reconciliation or solutions for these opposing sides,
which are causing significant concern to the Bendigo
community. I believe they are also stretching resources.
I ask the Minister for Multicultural Affairs to place on
the agenda of the task force the need for its urgent
consideration of short-term measures involving
resources to be rolled out in areas where there are
concerns or hotspots and where a response or
leadership needs to be provided to the community
under the banner of social cohesion and resilience
funding.
In particular I think this is a good example of where
additional support could be rolled out by the minister
and his department, with the assistance of the Office of
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Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship, to help provide
leadership, additional resources and a coordination of
efforts across agencies to help resolve matters that are
clearly hurting the community. I believe this matter
would be best served by a more proactive approach
than has been the case in the past.

Aspergers Victoria
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, and it concerns an organisation I
met with recently. Aspergers Victoria, a registered
health promotion charity, has been providing essential
information and support services to those living with
Asperger’s syndrome and autism spectrum conditions
since 1991. The vision of the organisation is to promote
the positives of Asperger’s across the life span and to
make a difference to the lives of individuals with
Asperger’s by providing support, knowledge and skill
development to enhance the abilities and lives of people
with Asperger’s and their families. It should be pointed
out that all of the board members and volunteers are
either on the spectrum or have close family members
living with Asperger’s.
Aspergers Victoria began in 1991 with four families
meeting in a suburban living room to discuss family
issues related to the new diagnosis of Asperger’s
syndrome. From these humble beginnings it has grown
dramatically. It now has 13 individual peer support and
social groups running in five locations around
Melbourne. These groups met 140 times during the last
financial year, with over 2000 people attending. That is
more than a threefold increase in just five years.
The groups cater for all members of the Asperger’s
community: adults, young adults, teens and girls and
boys with Asperger’s, along with their parents and
carers, siblings and partners. Last year Aspergers
Victoria delivered seven seminars, attended by nearly
750 people; attracted 40 000 visitors to its website;
maintained Twitter and Facebook forums; produced
four 20-page newsletters; engaged in face-to-face
contact with nearly 3500 people; and serviced
thousands of helpline calls and emails. It provides a
resource library, information pack and fact sheets. It
also supported four families after the suicide of their
loved one with Asperger’s.
The board and the volunteer team of nearly 40 people
work hard together with little or no recognition, and last
financial year they received only a single grant of
$2272 from the then Department of Human Services
along with donations of $3000. That barely covers the
rent. That is where the problem arises that I wish to
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raise with the minister tonight. The organisation,
Aspergers Victoria, is now at a crisis point. The work
required to run the organisation is more than 500 hours
per month. The volunteers who are running Aspergers
Victoria right now just cannot continue to do it. It is
burning them out, and they need support.
I asked the minister to make a time as soon as possible
to meet with Lyndel Kennedy, the president of
Aspergers Victoria, to discuss with her the needs of the
organisation and to come to some arrangement whereby
the government can make a financial contribution.

Port of Melbourne
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to my colleague and
friend the Honourable Luke Donnellan, Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, who is also Minister for Ports.
It relates to the port capacity project. In my
understanding the port capacity project is vital for our
state during a time of economic transition. If we want
the Victorian economy to thrive in a challenging and
changing global economy, we must capitalise on our
strengths. We have a great manufacturing industry here
in Victoria, especially in my electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region. Trade is the lifeblood of many
local economies and workers out in the west, so it is
vital that our infrastructure keep pace with the volume
of traffic in our port.
The Andrews Labor government is not repeating the
mistakes of past federal coalition governments and
allowing our infrastructure to crumble and bottlenecks
to build up through a lack of investment. Can the
minister update me on how the port capacity project is
progressing, what its impact will be and what benefits it
will deliver to my constituents in the western suburbs of
Melbourne?

Kindergarten funding
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Families and Children. Yesterday the minister
confirmed that parents will be making a contribution to
the cost of the new early childhood educators enterprise
bargaining agreement — a fee of over $50 per year.
What the minister has refused to rule out in answering
questions I have put to her previously is the cost of the
new ratios and whether that will also be passed on to
parents.
As reported in a recent newspaper article, members of
the early childhood sector have raised concerns about
the cost of implementing the new ratios. They say fears
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persist about whether there is enough funding for more
staff and that in some instances kindergartens will have
to increase their fees by between 5 per cent and 50 per
cent. Various community kindergarten representatives I
have met with confirm that they are extremely
concerned about the funding shortfall, what it will mean
for some of the most vulnerable families, how they will
afford the additional payments and ultimately the
ongoing viability of the kindergartens themselves.
Members of the early childhood education sector are
calling on the government to provide additional funding
to ease the burden on kindergartens as they transition to
the new ratios on 1 January 2016.
As there is considerable concern among the early
childhood education sector, including educators
themselves, managers and certainly parents, the action I
seek is that the minister make her position on this
matter very clear and give an assurance that any
additional costs incurred in the implementation of the
new ratios will not be passed on to parents.

Responses
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Police seeking the minister’s support for funding to
provide security upgrades across police stations. He
referred to the Endeavour Hills station and an audit that
has been undertaken about that requirement across
Victorian police stations.
Ms Shing raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education seeking his advice about the
way his department will assess and identify the
incidence of asbestos in schools across the Gippsland
region. She asked what might be the time frame for the
consideration of the removal of asbestos from schools
throughout Victoria, which is a commitment of the
Andrews government.
Mr Purcell raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Agriculture and reminded us of the
significant financial and quality-of-life contributions
made by dairy farms in the south-west. He has asked
the minister to meet with south-western dairy farmers
to discuss the reliability of electricity supply and the
way support can be provided to dairy farmers to
underpin the viability of that important industry of the
south-west and to explore what funding options may be
available to provide that support.
Mr Morris raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
seeking her support for the provision of toilet facilities
to support people with disabilities and ensure that they
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are provided for in an appropriate fashion if they
choose to visit the Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing seeking
information that he can disseminate through disability
groups in his electorate of Eastern Metropolitan Region
to make sure that any group that provides support, and
certainly self-help support, for people with disabilities
is well informed and is able to apply for the relevant
grant programs that are available.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety seeking his review of the allocations
for the Stronger Country Bridges program and drew
particular attention to a bridge requirement within the
Corangamite shire.
Ms Lovell raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Regional Development seeking her support
to fund and support the development of a business case
for an equine centre in the Macedon Ranges.
Mr Eideh raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Training and Skills wanting advice for his
community about the way young people in particular
are provided with access to the TAFE system and
become job ready.
Mrs Peulich raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs seeking his support
for funding of short-term programs in relation to social
cohesion and resilience, which she had raised
previously in question time during the course of the
sitting week.
Mr Finn raised a matter on behalf of Aspergers Victoria
in particular seeking a meeting between president
Lyndel Kennedy and the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing to discuss the important work the
organisation undertakes, which includes 30 peer
support groups in five locations and 140 meetings that
have been held in recent times, with more than
2000 people in attendance. There have been more than
40 000 visits to the website, 3500 face-to-face
engagements with citizens of the community, and
40 members of the board — —
Mr Finn — Forty volunteers.
Mr JENNINGS — Forty volunteers support the
board and are currently undertaking about 500 hours of
voluntary activity during the course of a month. That is
quite an onerous responsibility, and up until now the
organisation has only received $2272 and $3000 in
donations to support its important work. I join Mr Finn
in saying that I think an organisation that provides that
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degree of support for families who have children with
Asperger’s syndrome or for people in our community
with Asperger’s syndrome is a worthy issue to raise for
the minister’s attention, and I am sure the minister will
be very respectful of that.
Mr Melhem raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Ports seeking the minister’s advice about
the current development of the port capacity project,
how it will unfold and what benefits may accrue,
particularly to economic activity in the community of
the western suburbs.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for the Minister for Families
and Children reminding us of an issue that was raised
previously during the course of the Parliament this
week and seeking clarification about the modest
contribution that parents will be providing in terms of
financial support for the outcome of the enterprise
bargaining agreement in early years education. She
sought the minister’s clarification that any funding
arrangement that relates to the introduction of new
ratios will not be bundled into that modest contribution
and asked that the minister provide clarity and
confidence to families going forward.
Beyond that, I have one written response to an
adjournment debate matter raised by Mr Bourman on
3 September 2015.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.44 p.m. until Tuesday,
20 October.

Thursday, 8 October 2015
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Firearms
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Training and Skills
6 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I am advised as follows:
I thank the member for his question and continued interest in the subject.
The Andrews’ Government is committed to cracking down on criminals using illegal firearms. That is why we
recently introduced legislation, which passed with the full support of Mr Bourman and Mr Young, that cracked
down on the theft, production and sale of firearms across Victoria. In addition, these changes introduced a new
deeming provision, this shifts the focus away from a person’s relationship with the firearm and places an
evidentiary burden on the defendant to prove that the firearm was not theirs. This will assist police when they find a
firearm in a car and premise with all in attendance denying the firearm was theirs. This change will in particular
assist police when dealing with organisations such as outlaw motorcycle gangs.
This legislation gave police the further powers they needed to combat illegal firearms.
The government introduced these new laws to send a clear message to criminals who intend on using firearms to
undertake crime. Our community will not stand for this behaviour.
These laws join already existing powers that police can use to tackle those using firearms for nefarious purposes.
Such powers are contained in Section 31A of the Crimes Act.
Section 31A ensures that any person found guilty of an indictable offence who carried a firearm, or imitation
firearm, when committing the crime is guilty of a further offence and liable to a maximum five year prison
sentence.
In response to the question from Mr Bourman, I am advised by the Crime Statistics Agency that there were 82
offender incidents recorded with an arrest or summons for crimes against s31A of the Crimes Act 1958 between
1 July 2005 to 30 June 2015.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised by the Sentencing Advisory Council that between September 2007 and March 2013, the Magistrates’
Court imposed sentences for three offences against section 31A.
Between March 2003 and December 2006, the Sentencing Advisory Council has advised that the higher courts
imposed sentences for four offences against section 31A. There are no records of any convictions in the higher
courts after December 2006.
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Public holidays
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
7 October 2015

RESPONSE:
I am advised by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources that the Regulatory
Impact Statement on the introduction of two new public holidays in Victoria received several responses suggesting
other events that could be observed by a public holiday rather than Grand Final Friday, including the Monday
before Melbourne Cup Day and Remembrance Day.
I am advised by my office that they have not received any correspondence directly.
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers
and received by Hansard in the period shown.

18 September to 8 October 2015
Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Public Transport
23 June 2015

ANSWER:

When introducing a new bus network, Public Transport Victoria (PTV) has to find a balance between providing a
fast, direct and frequent journey and also providing coverage in local neighbourhood routes. PTV aims to have
most homes in urban Geelong within 400-600 metres of a bus route.
I have requested that PTV review the Geelong bus network within six months of implementation to identify what
further improvements can be made. A consultation session was held in Lara to address these concerns. Further
community workshops have been held in Geelong as part of the Regional Network Development Plan with further
workshops to speak to the community about the bus network and to identify any concerns following
implementation.
PTV is currently investigating the performance of the Corio-Lara link and will continue to review the
implementation of the bus network and address any issues if deemed necessary in future network changes.

Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
4 August 2015

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government understands how vital it is for families across the state to enjoy well deserved
leisure time with their families and friends. Public holidays provide a crucial and necessary opportunity for families
and friends to join together as a community. As the Grand Final public holiday falls within school holidays, it will
also help take the pressure off families juggling work and child care, giving Victorian families more time they can
spend together.
Following the Government’s decision to introduce Easter Sunday and the Friday before the Australian Football
League (AFL) Grand Final as public holidays via notice in the Victorian. Government Gazette, the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources engaged PricewaterhouseCoopers to undertake a
Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) to analyse the potential impact of the policy on the Victorian economy as
required under the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.
As part of the RIS process, consultations were had with 16 entities including business groups and industry
associations representing members across metropolitan and regional Victoria, as well as small businesses, the AFL
and employee unions, to gauge the anticipated impact of the policy. The RIS was then released for a 28 day period
of public submissions, and all submissions were considered.
Victoria has over 532 000 small businesses. Nearly 63% of them are micro businesses that do not employ staff. The
RIS process saw 109 submissions from those 532 000 businesses.
On 19 August 2015, I published a Notice in the Victorian Government Gazette appointing the new public holidays.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
3564

COUNCIL

18 September to 8 October 2015

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Education
5 August 2015

ANSWER:

I am advised that the South Eastern Victoria Region is presently undertaking a review of all schools within the
region that have a Neighbourhood Enrolment Boundary. As part of this review, the views of neighbouring schools
will be sought as to the impact of the Neighbourhood Enrolment Boundary on their operations. The review process
is designed to provide greater clarity and transparency to the student placement process.
Following consideration of all feedback received through the consultation process, as well as analysis of the
enrolment trends and site limitations affecting schools, a decision will be made as to the retention, modification or
removal of a neighbourhood enrolment boundary. It is expected that this process will be completed by the later part
of term 4 2015.
A state-wide condition assessment audit of all Victorian Government schools has been undertaken to establish a
clear and consistent picture of schools’ needs. Parkdale Secondary College will be considered for further capital
works within this context against other statewide priorities.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Employment
6 August 2015

ANSWER:

The high rate of unemployment in some parts of Victoria, including Frankston, is a significant concern.
Between December 2010 and December 2014, the unemployment rate for the LGA of Frankston rose from 5.2% to
7.7% ( Department of Employment, Small Area Labour Market Data).
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to alleviating unemployment in Frankston and across our State by
investing in our economy, creating new jobs and growing industries.
Our Back to Work plan aims to create sustainable and high value jobs for all Victorians by growing our traditional
industries and investing in emerging sectors to foster employment.
As part of the plan, we have established:
– The Back to Work Scheme — a $100 million fund to support new job creation through the provision of payroll
tax relief to employers who hire unemployed young people, the long term unemployed and retrenched workers;
– The Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel — an independent body, supported by a $508 million fund, which will
provide advice to the Premier on economic policy directions to underpin job creation and long term prosperity in
Victoria; and
– The Future Industries Fund — a $200 million fund which will support the development of six sectors with high
growth potential.
This investment comes on top of the Government’s $25 million commitment to the Chisholm Institute’s Frankston
campus Stage 1 redevelopment project.
Chisholm TAFE has also been funded $2.9 million from the $50 million TAFE Back to Work Fund to deliver four
innovative programs that will benefit Frankston residents. The funding will allow Chisholm to work with the
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construction industry, health care providers, the emerging vinyl design and application sector and engineering
industry to focus on areas where there are skills gaps and develop training which leads to future jobs.
Furthermore, the Andrews Labor Government’s $63 million revitalisation of the Frankston Station Precinct will
transform the heart of Frankston into a safe, modern hub for transport, TAFE and shopping.
We’re getting on with the job in Frankston after four years of neglect from the former failed Liberal Government.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Agriculture
18 August 2015

ANSWER:

Thank you for raising this matter with me. I can assure you that this issue is a high priority for both myself and my
Department.
The Lead Deputy Secretary Agriculture, Energy and Resources from my Department has personally spoken with
Mr Lloyd about the situation. Marketing advice from a departmental sheep industry specialist is also being offered
to Mr Lloyd.
Note that there are currently no restrictions in place on the sale of livestock or livestock products from the Lloyd’s
property as a result of potential chemical contamination from the CFA Training College at Fiskville.
The Department will continue to maintain contact as necessary with Mr Lloyd to ensure he and his family are
supported on this issue.

Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
19 August 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government has already identified the first 17 level crossing removals and made significant progress
with eight awarded for construction and construction underway at Burke Road.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently undertaking early planning, investigations and consultation for
the remaining sites, including Buckley Street, and will provide recommendations to the Government later this
year.as to the optimal timing and packaging of the removal of all 50 level crossings. This will form part of the
Project business case and will take into account a range of factors including minimising disruption to the road and
rail network, site-specific conditions, the design solution and delivering value for money.
The Victorian Government clearly identified that the funding for the removal of Victoria’s 50 worse level crossings
would come from the lease of the Port of Melbourne. The quickest way for the Buckley Street crossing to be
removed is for the member of the Legislative Council to support the lease of the port.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Public Transport
19 August 2015

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government’s Homesafe trial of all night public transport on weekends is about getting people
home safer and sooner.
Based on advice of Victoria Police, there will be a range of security and safety measures in place during the trial to
keep passengers safe.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in an additional 109 PSOs to be stationed at the premium stations
operating during the trial.
Additional transit police will patrol all 15 train lines and non-premium stations, including Seaford and Chelsea.
Seaford and Chelsea stations, like all stations on the metropolitan network, have CCTV coverage and an
emergency assistance button for passenger safety.
Victoria Police’s priority is to ensure delivery of the Homesafe commitment. Victoria Police will continually assess
the situation during the Homesafe trial and redeploy resources as needed.

Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
20 August 2015

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government understands how vital it is for families across the state to enjoy well deserved
leisure time with their families and friends. Public holidays provide a crucial and necessary opportunity for families
and friends to join together as a community. As the Grand Final public holiday falls within school holidays, it will
also help take the pressure off families juggling work and child care, giving Victorian families more time they can
spend together.
Following the Government’s decision to introduce Easter Sunday and the Friday before the Australian Football
League (AFL) Grand Final as public holidays via notice in the Victorian Government Gazette, the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources engaged PricewaterhouseCoopers to undertake a
Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) to analyse the potential impact of the policy on the Victorian economy as
required under the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.
As part of the RIS process, consultations were had with 16 entities including business groups and industry
associations representing members across metropolitan and regional Victoria, as well as small businesses, the AFL
and employee unions, to gauge the anticipated impact of the policy.
The RIS provides an estimate of the impact of the additional public holidays. The RIS found that lost production
from the new public holidays is estimated to be between $717 million and $898 million annually. The benefits of
individual leisure time are estimated to be between $156 million and $312 million annually. This does not include
the wider benefits that can be expected to accrue to families and the broader community associated with
coordinated leisure time.
The analysis in the RIS was independently verified by the Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission prior
to the RIS being released for a 28 day period of public submissions. All submissions were considered.
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Victoria has over 532 000 small businesses. Nearly 63% of them are micro businesses that do not employ staff. The
RIS process saw 109 submissions from those 532 000 businesses.
On 19 August 2015, I published a Notice in the Victorian Government Gazette appointing the new public holidays,
delivering on the Government’s election commitment.
As Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, I look forward to continuing to meet with Chambers of
Commerce and industry groups across the state, to discuss how the Labor Government will help small and local
business to grow and remain competitive. I am happy to meet with the Shepparton Chamber of Commerce and
Industry when I am next in the region.

Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Emergency Services
1 September 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government greatly appreciates the work done by the Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers and
the vital contribution made towards keeping our state safe.
I appreciate the concerns raised by you on behalf of your constituent Mr Sean Grondman, Captain of the Belgrave
Heights and South Fire Brigade and its members, regarding the time frame of the Fire Services Review. However, I
have requested that Mr O’Byrne deliver a report to me before the beginning of the summer fire season so that all
agencies involved can focus on preparations in advance of the season. The purpose of the review is to ensure that
Victoria maintains its world-class fire services, focussing on major issues facing fire agencies.
This comprehensive review of the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board (MFB) and the CFA will
ensure our outstanding firefighters have the support they need to protect our communities from challenging
emergencies into the future. The review will inquire into and make recommendations on the resourcing, operations,
management and culture of both fire services.
The Terms of Reference identify the key stakeholders for the purpose of the review. These stakeholders have been
contacted and requested to provide written submissions responding to the issues identified in the Terms of
Reference. In order to allow time to review the submissions, obtain clarifications and further information,
undertake independent research and then prepare his report and recommendations, Mr O’Byrne requested all
stakeholders to provide their submissions by 31 August 2015.
Given the importance of the issues being considered by the review, Mr O’Byrne also invited written submissions
from interested members of the public to be provided by 31 August. Members of fire services brigades were also
welcome to make an individual submission.
As the review must be completed in advance of the summer season, it is not possible for Mr O’Byrne to extend the
nominated time frames.
Should you have any queries about the review process, please contact the Review Secretariat at
fireservicesreview@justice.vic.gov.au.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Education
1 September 2015

ANSWER:

Thank you for your question regarding the facilities at Port Melbourne Primary School.
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Providing a first-class education for our students starts with investing in school buildings and infrastructure. In
response to increasing enrolment pressures at inner-city primary and secondary schools, the Department of
Education and Training has provided a number of two-storey relocatable classrooms to schools with constrained
sites.
I am pleased to confirm that Port Melbourne Primary School will receive a double-storey relocatable building
during the 2016 school year. This will ease the pressure on existing facilities at the school and enable
accommodation for up to 925 students. In the meantime, I am advised that the school has sufficient classrooms for
its projected enrolment at the start of the 2016 school year.
The Department annually assesses each school’s current and future enrolment, as well as its infrastructure
entitlements according to facility schedules, and I can assure you that the Department will continue to work closely
with Port Melbourne Primary to monitor its future growth and resolve any accommodation issues as they arise.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
2 September 2015

ANSWER:

The formation of a dedicated park was a commitment made before the election, and the government will deliver on it.
The community was very clear that it wanted the area to be a designated park for a wide range of recreational
activities, including bush-walking, mountain bike riding, picnicking, nature orienteering, dog walking, horse riding,
prospecting and environmental education. The best fit this range of activities is a Regional Park, and this is
supported by the community, including the Friends of the Canadian Corridor, the City of Ballarat and the
Wadawurrung Aboriginal Corporation.
In line with our commitment to the people of Ballarat, this government will be introducing legislation that will
establish the park by the end of this year.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Emergency Services
2 September 2015

ANSWER:

Thank you for your interest in the Shire of Golden Plains’ proposed Bannockburn Emergency Services Precinct.
The Victorian Government commends the Golden Plains Shire Council for its vision for Bannockburn, and for
identifying opportunities to improve facilities for the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and Victoria State Emergency
Service (VICSES).
The government is currently working on a statewide framework that will ensure the best use of its resources to
support emergency service organisations. Emergency Management Victoria is developing a shared asset strategy to
identify the current and future equipment and facility needs of emergency service organisations. This strategy will
include identification of service co-location opportunities and will take a sectorwide approach to achieve joined up
outcomes that are community focused.
Decisions about co-location and capital works priorities remain with the CFA and VICSES. The Emergency
Management Commissioner, Mr Craig Lapsley has met with the Chief Executive Officer of the Golden Plains
Shire Council, and Mr Lapsley has requested the CFA and VICSES to give this matter due consideration.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Education
3 September 2015

ANSWER:

The current Enrolment Policy with the Department of Education and Training (DET) is to ensure students have
access to neighbourhood schools and the freedom to choose other schools subject to facility limitations. The
designated neighbourhood school is the school that is nearest the student’s permanent residence, unless the regional
director:
– needs to restrict new enrolments at a school.
– has designated the neighbourhood boundaries for the school.
Designated Neighbourhood Enrolment Boundaries (zones) will only be considered by a Regional Director if a
school’s population is such that demand for school placement is creating facility limitations. The installation of a
zone would not be considered for Le Page PS as the circumstances for a zone do not apply given current DET
policy. South Eastern Victoria Region (SEVR) is currently conducting a review of enrolment practices and all
schools have been given an opportunity to provide feedback to this review. The Department of Education and
Training is currently working closely with the Principal, School Council and Le Page Primary School local
community to consider a range of options for the future in meeting the needs of the students of their community.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
3 September 2015

ANSWER:

As previously stated, the Statewide Waste and Resource Recovery Infrastructure Plan (SWRRIP, or Statewide
Plan) does not identify the Kingston Green Wedge as an existing waste hub. It describes the
Kingston/Clayton/Dingley Precinct as an ‘Existing hub of state importance’.
Hubs reflect areas in which there are current activities however the location and activities of hubs may change over
time.
The Statewide Plan recognises the Kingston City Council adopted the Kingston Green Wedge Plan in 2012, and
that the position of the Council is that no part of the hub should exist in the green wedge.
Ministerial consideration of approval of Amendment C143 will be subject to the provisions contained under Part 3
of the Planning and Environment Act 1987. The Statewide Plan does not pre-empt the Minister for Planning’s
decision on Amendment C143.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
3 September 2015

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government remains committed to working with communities to reduce their exposure to future
flood risk.
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The Central Goldfields Shire applied for and was successful in obtaining funding through the Natural Disaster
Resilience Grants Scheme (NDRGS) to implement the recommendations of the Carisbrook Flood and Drainage
Management Plan. Council has engaged the services of North Central Catchment Management Authority
(NCCMA) to project manage the vegetation management works component.
The NCCMA has been working closely with local government and other community members (including Trish
Coutts) of the Steering Committee that helped develop the Carisbrook Flood Management Plan to define the scope
of works. These works commenced around May 2015 with the poisoning of exotic trees at the project site, and are
scheduled to continue at the end of October.
In relation to the cost of offsets, the legal requirements to offset native vegetation in Victoria apply to all
individuals and government agencies. The scheme is designed to ensure that there is no net reduction in native
vegetation in Victoria as a result of human activities.
The estimated cost of native vegetation offsets required at Carisbrook is $20 000. The total funding that has been
allocated to Carisbrook flood mitigation projects to date is $2 958 000.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Education
16 September 2015

ANSWER:

Thank you for your question concerning the proposed site expansion of Albert Park Primary School by road
closure and requesting I visit Albert Park Primary School.
Albert Park Primary School has experienced continued enrolment growth in the area with this translating to
pressure on the schools limited dispersal space.
The school and the Department of Education and Training have recently met with representatives of the City of
Port Phillip to discuss the possibilities of expanding the site through the closure of the ‘T’ intersection at Moubray
and Bridport Street West. As you would appreciate this is a complex issue not just concerning the school but also
the broader community.
The Department will continue to support the school and work closely with the City of Port Phillip to explore the
opportunities presented by the proposal.
I am happy to visit the school when my schedule permits.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Premier
17 September 2015

ANSWER:

Decisions on party candidates are a matter for the Victorian Labor Party and not the Victorian Government.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 6 October 2015
Waverley Park powerlines
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

24 June 2015

REPLY:
Following the call-in of the application last year, the Waverley Park Transmission Lines Advisory Committee was
appointed to give an independent assessment of the merits of the request by the developer to remove the obligation
to underground the powerlines.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning has been undertaking a comprehensive assessment of
the Advisory Committee report, and the full report will be released once I have considered this advice.

V/Line services
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

4 August 2015

REPLY:
Historically, regional areas see their highest patronage on a Saturday and Sunday. To ensure seating capacity on
these regional services, concession customers using V/Line paper tickets on these days have not been offered an
off-peak discount.
This is a long standing policy on V/Line services. I am advised that it has been in place for more than three
decades, including the period when the member was a Minister in the former Coalition government.
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) takes account of customer feedback and works closely with operators to regularly
review fares policy issues.
I am also pleased to remind the Member of the exciting work currently being undertaken on the Network
Development Plan for regional Victoria. After four years of Coalition neglect of regional public transport, the
Andrews Labor Government is developing a plan to address the transport needs of regional Victoria in the short,
medium and long term. Fares and issues related to fare policy will also be considered.
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Mernda rail extension
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Ondarchie

Raised on:

4 August 2015

REPLY:
The Government has committed to extending the South Morang rail line to Mernda to cater for significant growth
in population in Melbourne’s north.
The 2015-16 Victorian State Budget allocated $9 million to further investigate demand and capacity, site
conditions, design development, economic assessment and planning approvals.
Planning for the project is well advanced. Site investigations relating to environmental issues and ground
conditions have been completed. Initial community consultation on the project was completed in August 2015. The
outcomes from these activities are informing the design considerations for the project.
Construction of the project will commence within the Government’s first term, and the project will be delivered
during the 2018/19 financial year.

Huntingdale railway station
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Fitzherbert

Raised on:

4 August 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government will upgrade the teardrop gravel car park and build a new $5 million bus
interchange, turning the Huntingdale Station precinct into a modern, safe and accessible transport hub.
I joined Member for Oakleigh Steve Dimopoulos and representatives from Monash Council and University at
Huntingdale Station on 10 September 2015 to announce that the existing gravel car park across Huntingdale Road
from the station will be paved and painted with proper line markings.
The current car park was ignored by the previous Liberal Government and is prone to pot holes, flooding and
rubbish dumping. Asphalting it will improve safety for passengers who park and ride from Huntingdale station.
The car park upgrade will cost approximately $2.6 million and comes on top of the $5 million that the Andrews
Labor Government has invested in the new Huntingdale Bus interchange. The new interchange will include
facilities for buses, taxis and bikes, as well as a drop off area for passengers getting a lift to the station.
The combined $7.6 million transformation of transport links at Huntingdale will make it easier for the 6000
students, staff and other passengers who travel to and from the station and surrounding precinct every weekday.
The new bus interchange and upgraded car park will be delivered by Public Transport Victoria, in close
consultation Monash City Council and Monash University, who contributed $200 000 to the bus interchange
upgrade.
Onsite investigations will begin in the coming weeks, with construction expected to start next year and be complete
by the end of 2017.
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Caulfield–Dandenong rail corridor
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Dunn

Raised on:

5 August 2015

REPLY:
The designs for the Level Crossing Removal Project: Caulfield to Dandenong will not preclude the future provision
of a third or fourth track along the Cranbourne Pakenham rail corridor.
The project, when combined with the works under the Cranbourne Pakenham Rail Upgrade, will boost capacity
along the Cranbourne-Pakenham line by 42 per cent-making room for an additional 11 000 passengers per
weekday.

Cobden sports hub
Raised with:

Minister for Regional Development

Raised by:

Mr Purcell

Raised on:

6 August 2015

REPLY:
Regional Development Victoria (RDV) is in discussions with Corangamite Shire Council in relation to this project.
I have been advised that a feasibility study is currently being conducted by SEO Consulting for the combined
community groups and will be complete in November 2015. Opportunities for further support post the completion
of the feasibility study will be considered by the RDV Barwon South West Office and Corangamite Shire.
The Victorian Government’s Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund “Rural Development” stream provides
opportunities for multi-purpose infrastructure projects within the 38 rural Local Government areas. Given the
nature of the proposed facility, it may also align with Sport and Recreation Victoria (SRV) funding criteria.
Therefore RDV will include SRV in discussions going forward.
I understand that the RDV Barwon South West Office has provided you with the contact details of the relevant
departmental officer to enable the project to be discussed further;
Thank you for bringing this matter to my attention.

Ballarat electricity supply
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

6 August 2015

REPLY:
On 3 July 2015, one of the two transformers feeding electricity into the Ballarat Terminal Station failed. A
replacement transformer was brought on line by AusNet Services, the transmission provider and asset owner of the
Terminal Station, on 23 July 2015.
The remaining transformer at the Ballarat Terminal Station had sufficient capacity to continue meeting the
electricity needs of Ballarat. One of the reasons for having two transformers in place is to provide a contingency on
the rare occasions that such a failure occurs. There were no outages in Ballarat arising from the failure of the first
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transformer with power continuing to be supplied to homes and businesses throughout the period in question.
Whilst I understand there were some minor and very localised outages of short duration that occurred in the
Ballarat area during this period, these were unrelated to the transformer issue.
Despite the very low probability that the remaining transformer also failed, AusNet Services and the local
electricity distributor Powercor, worked together to implement additional contingency measures. This included
work to establish additional network linkages which would have allowed electricity to be sourced from Terang and
Bendigo.
AusNet Services and Powercor also worked with the various arms of the Victorian Government as well as with the
Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) during this period to ensure that relevant parties were provided with
timely updates and other appropriate contingency measures and preparatory steps could be put on standby.
The continued provision of essential services such as the hospital and water supply were treated as a priority. In the
event of widespread and prolonged electricity outages, the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
receives reports from distribution businesses that identify power dependent customers. DHHS has processes in
place to deal with such situations.
The Victorian Government has a strong focus on providing an all-agencies, all-hazards approach to emergencies
and this was demonstrated in the response to these recent event. A number of well-established processes came into
play including the triggering of the Victorian Energy Emergency Communications Protocol and convening of the
State Emergency Management Team. Such measures ensure a coordinated whole of Government response and
seek to mitigate potential impacts upon the Victorian community on those occasions when emergencies do arise.

Noise pollution
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Melhem

Raised on:

18 August 2015

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that it is currently reviewing its Traffic Noise Reduction Policy. The Government is aware of
the impact that noise from traffic has on the community throughout Victoria. As our State grows, the number of
people living near busy roads is increasing. In addition, Victoria is seeing more trucks on the road at night.
These factors have increased the impact of noise on the community since the VicRoads Traffic Noise Policy was
last updated in 2005.
VicRoads published a discussion paper on traffic noise, having benchmarked its policy against Australian and
international best practice. All Victorians were invited to read the discussion paper and respond to it through a
consultation hub on the VicRoads web site at: consult.vicroads.vic.gov.au/trafficnoise. The consultation ended on
13 September 2015.

Stonehaven roads
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

18 August 2015

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that it has investigated the intersection of the Hamilton Highway and Friend in Hand Road
following the recent crash.
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The shoulder on the Hamilton Highway at the intersection is sealed to a width of 3 metres to allow a vehicle to pass
another vehicle waiting to turn right into Friend in Hand Road.
This treatment is known as a ‘basic right turn,’ and is considered appropriate for the volume of vehicles turning
right at Friend in Hand Road. VicRoads advises me that signage on the approach to the intersection was also
reviewed and considered appropriate for the conditions.
In 2008, a project was completed to improve sight distance at the intersection by removing a row of pine trees and
cutting back the batter on the inside of the curve on the Hamilton Highway.
Following the most recent investigation, including a review of the reported crash history, VicRoads advises me that
they will continue to monitor the road safety at this location.
In regard to the condition of Friend in Hand Road, VicRoads also advises me that it has developed a project
proposal to repair the road, which is to be submitted for consideration for funding under the maintenance program.

Public holidays
Raised with:

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

19 August 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government understands how vital it is for families across the state to enjoy well deserved
leisure time with their families and friends. Public holidays provide a crucial and necessary opportunity for families
and friends to join together as a community. As the Grand Final public holiday falls within school holidays, it will
also help take the pressure off families juggling work and child care, giving Victorian families more time they can
spend together.
In its 2014 election platform, the Government committed to appointing Easter Sunday and the Friday before the
Australian Football League (AFL) Grand Final as public holidays in Victoria, leading to a public expectation that
these public holidays would be introduced.
Following the Government’s decision to introduce Easter Sunday and the Friday before the AFL Grand Final as
public holidays via notice in the Victorian Government Gazette, the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources engaged PricewaterhouseCoopers to undertake a Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) to
analyse the potential impact of the policy on the Victorian economy as required under the Subordinate Legislation
Act 1994.
As part of the RIS process, consultations were had with 16 entities including business groups and industry
associations representing members across metropolitan and regional Victoria, as well as small businesses the AFL
and employee unions, to gauge the, anticipated impact of the policy. The RIS was then released for a 28 day period
of public submissions, and all submissions were considered.
Victoria has over 532 000 small businesses. Nearly 63% of them are micro businesses that do not employ staff. The
RIS process saw 109 submissions from those 532 000 businesses.
On 19 August 2015, I published a Notice in the Victorian Government Gazette appointing the new public holidays,
delivering on the Government’s election commitment.
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Active Transport Victoria
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Ms Dunn

Raised on:

19 August 2015

REPLY:
I would like to thank Ms Dunn MP for her question about the establishment of Active Transport Victoria. The
Victorian Government is committed to promoting cycling and walking as a mode of transport. Making cycling and
walking safer for all Victorians will increase participation in active transport, contributing to a healthier community
and environment, and deliver economic benefits.
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources is working to establish Active
Transport Victoria by 1 July 2016. In the interim, the Government is continuing work on important cycling and
walking initiatives.
The department has developed and recently published guidelines to assist local councils to develop Principal
Pedestrian Networks. The Principal Pedestrian Networks plan for higher quality walking environments on key
routes to local activity centres such as shops, schools and transport hubs. This new approach ensures pedestrians are
appropriately prioritised in transport planning and investment.
The department is also preparing for community consultation in October to update the Victorian Cycling Strategy
and new action plan. This whole of government strategy will set the direction for cycling in Victoria and outline
key actions the Government will achieve by 2019. One of these key actions includes work with VicRoads to
finalise development of safe and direct Strategic Cycling Corridors, in order to fill the ‘missing links’ in the
existing bicycle network and guide investment in cycling infrastructure.
Infrastructure improvements to make cycling and walking safer for all Victorians are currently being considered for
funding through the TAC Safer Cyclists and Pedestrians Fund. Allocating funding from the Fund requires detailed
planning and assessment. The Government looks forward to providing details of these initiatives in the coming
months.

Autism support groups
Raised with:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

19 August 2015

REPLY:
This Government is committed to improving the outcomes of all people with a disability and supporting their
families. This commitment is demonstrated by the allocation of funding in the 2015-16 State Budget of
$151 million over four years for 827 new individual support packages. Some of these packages will provide
support to families with a child with high support needs and young people with a disability leaving school.
It is also why this Government continues to work with the Commonwealth to ensure a successful transition to the
National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS). The NDIS will provide more supports for people with a disability,
including those with autism.
An important component of the NDIS is Information, Linkages and Capacity Building (ILC) which highlights the
importance of self-advocacy and peer support in building the capacity of individuals with a disability and their
families.
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The ILC Framework recognises the important role peer support has in providing support and information to
families through sharing and acknowledging the wisdom of lived experience.
We are expecting ILC to be implemented and funded by the National Disability Insurance Agency as part of full
scheme NDIS rollout across Victoria.
More immediately, the department provides funding to Amaze to provide information and support to people with
Autism Spectrum Disorder, their families and professionals working with them. The Government also provides 24
community organisations approximately $2.7 million annually to provide advocacy support to 1700 people with a
disability. One of these organisations, the Association for Children with a Disability, works to improve the lives of
many children with autism and their families.
In regard to groups such as the Autism Angels, many parent run support groups are eligible for Disability Self Help
Grants. These grants are targeted to groups that focus on disabilities that are not related to age or mental illness, and
provide mutual peer support and education programs to members, as well as community information about
disability.
The Government will have more information regarding these grants at a later date and will be pleased to provide
these details to the Autism Angels of Brimbank.

Rail passenger safety
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

19 August 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government’s Homesafe trial of all night public transport on weekends is about getting people
home safer and sooner.
Based on advice of Victoria Police, there will be a range of security and safety measures in place during the trial to
keep passengers safe.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in an additional 109 PSOs to be stationed at the premium stations
operating during the trial.
Additional transit police will patrol all 15 train lines and non-premium stations, Hawksburn, Toorak, Windsor and
Prahran.
Hawksburn, Toorak, Windsor and Prahran stations, like all stations on the metropolitan network, have CCTV
coverage and an emergency assistance button for passenger safety.
Victoria Police’s priority is to ensure delivery of the Homesafe commitment. Victoria Police will continually assess
the Situation during the Homesafe trial and redeploy resources as needed.
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Wind energy
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

20 August 2015

REPLY:
I refer to the matter raised during the Adjournment Debate in the Legislative Council on 20 August 2015, regarding
Victorian Government support for renewable energy.
The Victorian Government is committed to ensuring that our state obtains its share of the economic and
environmental benefits that will come from investing in renewable energy. In addition to the changes made to
Victoria’s wind farm planning laws earlier this year, the Victorian Government has recently announced a number
of actions that will encourage investment in wind power and other forms of renewable energy in Victoria in the
years ahead.
On 21 August 2015, the Premier and I visited the Keppel Prince manufacturing facility in Portland to announce the
release of the Government’s Renewable Energy Roadmap, which outlines a set of initiatives aimed at accelerating
the development of renewable energy projects in Victoria. Roadmap initiatives of particular significance for wind
energy investment in south west Victoria include:
– establishing a renewable energy target of no less than 20 per cent by 2020;
– using the Government’s electricity purchasing power to support the creation of hundreds of renewable energy
jobs; and
– supporting clean energy jobs through the $20 million New Energy Jobs Fund.
Under the energy purchasing initiative, the Government will source renewable energy certificates from new
projects in Victoria. This initiative alone is expected to bring forward around $200 million of new investment in
renewables and generate around 1000 direct and indirect jobs, most of which will be created through the
construction of new projects in regional Victoria. Guidelines for the renewable energy purchasing initiative will be
released soon.
Public consultation on the Roadmap, which has occurred in September 2015, feeds into the development of the
Victorian Renewable Energy Action Plan. The Action Plan will set long-term actions to drive renewable energy
investment in our state.

Swan Hill bridge
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Young

Raised on:

20 August 2015

REPLY:
The primary responsibility for alignment of the bridge lies with VicRoads and my colleague, the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety.
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University Hospital Geelong
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

20 August 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is providing hospitals with the extra funding required to ensure Victorians can get
the care they need when they need it.
As a result of the 2015-16 State Budget Victorian hospitals will share in a record $9.4 billion in funding, which is
$451.8 million more than provided last year. Barwon Health will receive $440.9 million, this is an increase of
$20.2 million on the previous year and includes funding for a new intensive care unit bed.
Decisions around service delivery and bed configuration are a matter for health service management. However,
new facilities are often built with additional capacity in order to respond to future demand through phased opening
of new facilities. The new ward at University Hospital Geelong will enable expansion of services in response to
increasing demand for years to come.
Not only is the Andrews Labor Government investing more in health than the previous Liberal Government, we are
also making important reforms so that our health system improves.
After four years of cuts to the health system by the former Liberal Government, the Andrews Labor Government is
doing everything it can to fix the health system. We want to ensure families right across Victoria and in Geelong
can access the health services they need and deserve.

Rural drainage schemes
Raised with:

Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

Raised by:

Mr Purcell

Raised on:

20 August 2015

REPLY:
The 2013 Environment and Natural Resources Committee (ENRC) inquiry into rural drainage infrastructure found
significant policy gaps in rural drainage. ENRC recommended that the Victorian Government develop a strategy
for managing rural drainage. Funding has been provided to the Department of Environment, Land; Water and
Planning (DELWP) to commence the development the strategy. I have recently appointed a chair, Ms Peta Maddy,
of a reference committee to oversee the strategy’s development. I have also requested DELWP, in establishing the
reference committee, to include representatives from local government, Municipal Association of Victoria,
Environment Victoria and community drainage groups. The Victorian Rural Drainage Strategy will confirm roles
and accountabilities for the management of rural drainage. The strategy will be developed with significant
involvement by stakeholders and community.
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Northern Victoria Region schools
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Symes

Raised on:

20 August 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I was delighted to visit the schools in Ms Symes’ electorate, and meet the teachers, students and school
communities there. I applaud the positive work that is being done at those schools in terms of arts, craft and
community engagement.
The demolition at Wangaratta Primary School is demonstration of our commitment to ensuring that schoo.ls have
safe, modern facilities to support the development of Victoria as the Education State. Investment in education and
school infrastructure is a priority for this Government, with $730 million being invested over the next four years in
building and modernising schools.
Cobram Secondary College received $331 407 for planned maintenance to address three buildings-Block A, Block
B and Block F. I understand that the Department of Educating and Training has been working closely with the
College to address maintenance and demolition issues. I am advised that, following extensive consultation with the
school, the Department has agreed to demolish Block F as part of its 2015-16 demolition program. The Department
will absorb the costs associated with demolishing Block F, and the funding allocated through the Planned
Maintenance Program to specifically address Block F will be re-allocated to the maintenance of Blocks A and B, as
agreed with the school.
All Victorian government school buildings containing asbestos are labelled; this is part of a state-wide health and
safety plan created in partnership with the Victorian Workcover Authority. Labelling helps schools and the
Department to safely induct contractors on site, as well as manage potential risks and ensure that contractors
comply with occupational health and safety legislation.

Public holidays
Raised with:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

1 September 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government has delivered on its commitment to make Grand Final Friday and Easter Sunday public
holidays. The public holidays have the potential to stimulate Victoria’s tourism industry through an increase in
regional travel and will enhance Victoria’s reputation as a sporting state.
On 8 July 2015, the Acting Minister for Small Business, the Hon Gavin Jennings MP, released the Regulatory
Impact Statement (RIS) for the two public holidays. Conducted by PricewaterhouseCoopers, the RIS analyses the
potential costs and benefits of their introduction.
The RIS estimates that the new public holidays will deliver between $156 million and $312 million annually in
benefits to the Victorian economy. The RIS also identifies several benefits which have not been included in its
estimate. Accordingly, the benefits could be much higher. From a tourism perspective, these benefits include up to
$51 million in increased tourism expenditure within regional Victoria, up to $49 million in increased expenditure
from complementary sporting events and activities, and an increase in interstate and international tourists. Grand
Final Friday also gives Victorians more time to spend with family and friends.
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Ferrars Street primary school
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Fitzherbert

Raised on:

1 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investment in education and school infrastructure, and this has
been demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. This
record funding boost to school infrastructure will start repairing the damage done by four years of chronic
under-investment by the previous government.
The Government is committed to establishing the new South Melbourne Primary School at Ferrars Street, a project
which will adopt a vertical model. Election commitments and other high-priority projects not funded in the 2015-16
State Budget will be considered as part of the 2016-17 Budget process.
The Department of Education and Training has commenced planning for all schools in receipt of budget funding,
including the new South Melbourne Primary School at Ferrars Street. A preliminary master plan has been
developed and is currently undergoing further refinement. These planning and construction documents are expected
to be completed early in 2016, and it is anticipated that the school and community facilities will be open in 2018.

Healesville freeway reservation
Raised with:

Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

1 September 2015

REPLY:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning is working with VicRoads to implement the
commitment to transfer the Healesville freeway reserve land from freehold land to Crown land.
The transfer of land is proposed to occur in stages, so that parcels that are clearly open space and unencumbered,
can transfer as a priority.
As there are a number of parcels along the freeway reserve that have existing uses, including residential uses, a
staged approach will ensure existing leases and licences are not adversely impacted.
The initial transfer of unencumbered land is on track to occur this year. At the same time the department will work
with local council, VicRoads, and other local interests to find an appropriate land manager for the reserve.

Building industry
Raised with:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation

Raised by:

Ms Springle

Raised on:

2 September 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to increasing protection for consumers from home building malpractice.
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The government welcomes the Auditor-General’s report on Victoria’s Consumer Protection Framework for
Building Construction and supports the recommendations made in the report. The relevant agencies have each
made firm commitments in response to the recommendations. The government will ensure that these commitments
are met.
In relation to my portfolio responsibilities, Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) has committed to review its dispute
resolution and conciliation services and advise the government on options to improve their effectiveness. I am
advised that this work is ongoing and that CAV is expected to complete its review by 30 June 2016.
CAV, along with the Victorian Building Authority (VBA), has also committed to review its consumer awareness
activities to ensure consumers have access to straightforward and timely information and advice. I am advised that
CAV and the VBA have established a working party to address this commitment and that this work is expected to
be completed by 31 December 2015.
The issue you raised relating to the regulation of building surveyors falls under the portfolio responsibilities of the
Minister for Planning. I note that the Department of Environment, Land, Water-and Planning has committed to
develop policy options for · consideration by the government that support building surveyors to better perform their
statutory functions.
The issue you raised relating to domestic building insurance falls under the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister
for Finance. I note that the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority and the Department of Treasury and Finance
have each made commitments in response to this issue.

Fire services review
Raised with:

Minister for Emergency Services

Raised by:

Ms Bath

Raised on:

2 September 2015

REPLY:
I appreciate your concerns that firefighters of the Country Fire Authority (CPA) in your region and across the state
be allowed more time to be engaged in the review process. However, I have requested that Mr O’Byrne deliver a
report to me before the beginning of the summer fire season so that all agencies involved can focus on preparations
in advance of the season.
This comprehensive review of the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board (MFB) and the CFA will
ensure our outstanding firefighters have the support they need to protect our communities from challenging
emergencies into the future. The review will inquire into and make recommendations on the resourcing, operations,
management and culture of both fire services.
As publicly stated by me the review is not designed to amalgamate the CFA and the MFB, and Victoria’s fire
services and boundaries will remain intact.
The Terms of Reference identify the key stakeholders for the purpose of the review. These stakeholders have been
contacted and requested to provide written submissions responding to the issues identified in the Terms of
Reference. In order to allow time to review the submissions, obtain clarifications and further information,
undertake independent research and then prepare his report and recommendations, Mr O’Byrne requested all
stakeholders to provide their submissions by 31 August 2015.
Given the importance of the issues being considered by the review, Mr O’Byrne has also invited written
submissions from interested members of the public to be provided by 31 August. Members of fire services brigades
were also welcome to make an individual submission.
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As the review must be completed in advance of the summer season, it is not possible for Mr O’Byrne to extend the
nominated time frames. Should you have any queries. about the review process, please contact the Review
Secretariat at fireservicesreview@justice.vic.gov.au.
Thank you for your interest in the Fire services review.

Portland Bay School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

2 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
As you are aware the Department of Education and Training has undertaken a feasibility study to identify suitable
long-term solutions for Portland Bay School, including options to rebuild or relocate. As part of this process, a
regional Department representative has met with the Chief Executive Officer of the Shire of Glenelg to consider
and view a range of government-owned sites which may be available for the potential relocation of the school, if
that is a feasible option.
The Department’s South-Western Victoria regional office is conducting the feasibility study, and an initial review
of findings is currently being drafted.
On present timeframes, I will receive the findings of the study in mid-October. The final report will then be used to
inform strategic decision-making and budget processes. I look forward to continuing to work with you and the
Portland Bay School community to achieve the best outcome for the students at this school.

Maryborough Airport
Raised with:

Minister for Regional Development

Raised by:

Mr Rich-Phillips

Raised on:

3 September 2015

REPLY:
The Regional Aviation Fund (RAF) grant program was an initiative of the former government.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed to delivering a range of new initiatives to assist Victorian business
adapt and grow, including:
– $500 million in strategic investment to be guided by the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel;
– A $500 million Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund to support investment in regional Victoria; and
– A $200 million Future Industries Fund to support business investment in high growth industries.
State investment in airport infrastructure, such as proposed at Maryborough Airport by the Member for South
Eastern Metropolitan Region, may be considered for funding under one of these new program initiatives.
The Maryborough Airport, located in the Loddon Mallee Region, is owned by the Shire of Central Goldfields.
The Council are encouraged to continue to engage with Regional Development Victoria’ Bendigo office on the
proposed Maryborough Airport redevelopment and potential funding assistance.
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Bart Cummings
Raised with:

Minister for Racing

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

3 September 2015

REPLY:
Bart Cummings is one of the great names in Australian sport training the winners of 268 Group 1 races.
Mr Cummings is revered for his 12 Melbourne Cup wins that started with Light Fingers in 1965 through to Viewed
in 2008. His race record at Flemington also features 13 Australian Cups, 9 VRC Oaks, 8 Newmarket Handicaps
and 5 VRC Derbys.
On 12 September 2015, the government announced that it will contribute $850 000 from the Victorian Racing
Industry Fund towards a project to refurbish the Undercroft at Flemington Racecourse. As part of that project, the
Victoria Racing Club will develop a dedicated memorabilia area that will house a large portion of Mr Cumming’s
racing memorabilia in tribute to the great trainer.

Multicultural affairs grants
Raised with:

Minister for Multicultural Affairs

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

3 September 2015

REPLY:
The Social Cohesion and Community Resilience Advisory Group includes the following members:
Mr Oussama Abou-Zeid (co-chair); Ms Safa Al Mahoun (co-chair);
Mr Dean Sherr;
Mr Zuben Rustomjee; Ms Rachael Davies; Mr Omar Abdo;
Mr Greg Kennedy;
Mr Lucas Ryan; Dr Anna Halafoff;
Ms Carmel Guerra;
Ms Saara Sabbagh; and Mr Adel Salman.
The Advisory Group has met twice, and the insights provided by its diverse members have been of considerable
value.
Mr Andre Oboler from the Online Hate Prevention Institute met with the Director of the Office of Multicultural
Affairs and Citizenship and provided a proposal which is currently under consideration.

St Peter’s Primary School, East Bentleigh
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

3 September 2015
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REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I received advice from the Department of Education and Training that the Department is aware of the Arrowsmith
Program, and the trial of the Program across a small number of Catholic schools including St Peter’s Primary
School.
In Victoria, schools decide which programs are most appropriate for their student population and the Department of
Education and Training provides funding for intervention programs through the school’s annual budget.
The Arrowsmith Program is one of many programs available to support students with learning difficulties. The trial
at the Holy Trinity parish is a parish based initiative in the Catholic education sector and the Department is
following the outcomes of the trial closely.

Mornington Peninsula schools
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Mulino

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I thank Mr Mulino for the invitation to visit schools in his electorate and I would like to take him up on the offer to
visit when my schedule allows.
I am pleased to hear that recent increases in funding are benefiting education in the area and that additional support
for teachers and principals is available to help students with additional needs.

Bannockburn P–12 school
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I thank Ms Tierney for the adjournment matter raised regarding the new Bannockburn Prep-Year 12 School.
I am thrilled to confirm that the Bannockburn Prep-Year 12 School is being delivered as part of 15 high priority
new schools through the New Schools Public Private Partnership (PPP) Project. The new schools-with a capital
value totalling $291 million-make this the largest ever schools building project in Victoria.
Government has expanded and fast-tracked the Project to deliver more new schools earlier with the inclusion of
Bannockburn and Mernda Central secondary school components. Government has also enhanced the project scope
to support delivery of much needed additional community facilities.
The existing Bannockburn Primary School community will be relocated from the current constrained site on High
Street to brand new facilities at a larger site on Milton Street in Bannockburn. In line with Government’s
commitment to local families and residents, the new school will be expanded to provide full Prep to Year 12
facilities to meet long-term needs of this growing community.
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The school will provide first class, contemporary learning spaces for students as well as a range of flexible meeting
and recreation spaces for community use. The facilities for all years from Prep-Year 12 will be constructed together
and the Principal in conjunction with the Department of Education and Training Regional Office will determine
how the secondary curriculum will be phased in. The new school will open for students for Term 1, 2018 and
enrolments for the secondary school component to be accepted approximately six to twelve months prior to the
new school opening.
Extensive consultation will continue to be undertaken with the existing Bannockburn Primary School community
to input into and shape the identity of their new school as it relocates to a new site and expands to include
secondary education. Local families and the community will be kept up to date with information sessions to be held
in the lead up to the opening of their new school.
Further details regarding enrolments and community consultation for the new school will be made available on the
New Schools PPP Project website over the coming months.

Colac police station
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Government recognises that Victoria Police requires appropriate facilities to support police in the
work they do in keeping our communities safe. That is why in the recent State. Budget we provided additional
funding to see Victoria Police record its largest ever budget of $2.5 billion. ·
The operational need for new and upgraded police stations is determined by Victoria Police. Where the need for
additional police infrastructure funding is identified, the status of projects is determined by government through the
Budget process.
As you would expect, the government works closely with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is
appropriately resourced to tackle law and order issues facing the Victoria community.

Custody officers
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government’s is investing $148.6 million over four years to redeploy 400 police to our
communities where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying 400 police custody
officers to supervise people in police custody at an initial 22 police stations across Victoria.
I can advise that Geelong will be among the first police stations to receive police custody officers, along with
Ballarat, Broadmeadows, Dandenong, Heidelberg and Sunshine.
Police custody officers will undertake custody management duties including processing and supervising detained
people, managing visitors to police cells, facilitating access to health services and appearance before court.
Work is underway to implement the government’s commitment, including the development of a legislative
framework to create the police custody officer role and provide appropriate powers, protections and accountabilities
to perform these important duties.
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Recruitment for the police custody officers has already commenced with the first squad due to start training at the
Victoria Police Academy in December. As part of their training officers will be working in police stations towards
the end of December, with initial deployment in January.
Custody officer legislation will be introduced into Parliament in the coming weeks.
I trust this information is of assistance.

National disability insurance scheme
Raised with:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
– The Victorian and Commonwealth Governments have agreed to a staged geographic roll out of the NDIS across
Victoria (as did New South Wales), with an accelerated transfer of eligible participants on waiting lists based on
need. This roll out of the NDIS in Victoria will commence in July 2016 and will be completed by July 2019.
This is the same timetable agreed by the previous government in the 2013 Intergovernmental Agreement on the
NDIS.
– The NDIS roll out in Victoria has been carefully planned to give Victorians with disability their families and
carers the time, information and resources to move from the current state based system to the NDIS.
– In making the decision to have an area-based transition both Victorian and Commonwealth Governments have
considered many factors including:
– the number and needs of people with a disability (existing Victorian disability clients) living in the area
– the time to get the rights supports and services in place
– experience to date from the NDIS trials.
– This is one of the biggest policy reforms that Victoria, and the Nation, has embarked upon and therefore the roll
out will be undertaken sensibly, so participants can have confidence that services in all areas across the state
have the capacity to be delivered at a high quality and that the sector can offer the diversity to deliver on the
promise of real choice.
– The Victorian Government is committed to ensuring that people with urgent needs are prioritised when the
NDIS is rolled out.
– The roll out of the NDIS will occur over three years, with roll out to conclude by 2019. To ensure the needs of
people with disability are met during this period, the 2015-16 State Budget included $151 million over four
years for 827 new individual support packages. This record investment in individual support packages far
exceeded any such investment by the former government in its term of office.
– The new Individual Support Packages will assist:
– Young people leaving school and young people completing the Futures for Young Adults program who need
ongoing support
– Children and their families to get the support they need
– Younger people with high and complex needs, who are at risk of entering residential aged care, to have a
greater choice about where they will live.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
3588

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

Winchelsea Primary School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has
been demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. The
funding provided through the State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we
will continue to invest in school infrastructure throughout this term of government.
I understand that, following advice from the Department, Winchelsea Primary School made an application for
$30 000 to fix the school’s gutters and downpipes through the Emergency Maintenance Program. I am advised that
the school must seek three quotes from contractors to fulfil the scope of works, as per the Department’s standard
procurement procedure. I understand that since this adjournment matter has been raised, the school is currently
procuring quotes to address these issues. I have also scheduled a visit to Winchelsea Primary School for later this
year and look forward to meeting the school community.
In regards to Birregurra Primary School, the Government is aware that schools may have additional maintenance or
capital needs. However, financial constraints do not allow for all school building projects to be immediately
funded, and the needs of all government schools must be balanced and prioritised accordingly. The Government
uses all available data, including condition assessment reports and pre-existing project plans, when allocating
funding in State Budgets, and I can assure you that the capital needs of all schools will be considered when
determining future priorities for the Victorian Government’s capital works program.
Lastly, as you are aware, the former Colac High School site is currently vacant and has been declared surplus to
educational needs. The Department undertakes a maintenance program for all vacant former school sites, and
through its regular inspections, is aware of vandalism at the former school. I am advised that the former school site
is to be disposed during the 2015-16 financial year and that the Department is currently developing a report which
will determine the future use of the site. I have asked the Department to continue monitoring the site until a
decision is made on its future use.
Thank you for raising your concerns with me and I trust this information is of assistance.

State Netball and Hockey Centre
Raised with:

Minister for Sport

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
The State Netball and Hockey Centre in Parkville is one of the terrific facilities managed by the State Sport Centres
Trust. The Andrews Labor Government is committed towards a master plan for the Trust’s facilities that will guide
capital investment in the years to come. My Department and the State Sport Centres Trust staff are working hard on
this plan.
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Cheshire School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making Victoria the Education State, providing better
educational and life outcomes for all Victorian children and young people.
The Department of Education and Training recognises the benefits of specialised programs offered by a range of
organisations, including the Cheshire School, for students at risk of disengagement due to social, emotional or
behavioural issues.
I understand the Cheshire School provides an intensive intervention program with high teacher to student ratios,
enabling students to achieve success and eventually integrate back to mainstream school settings.
I would be pleased to visit the Cheshire School as soon as my diary commitments permit.

Cairnlea land rezoning
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
In late 2013, Places Victoria consulted with the local community and invited submissions regarding the final stage
of the Cairnlea estate.
I am advised that as a result of feedback from information sessions, written submissions and dedicated meetings in
late 2013 and early 2014, Places Victoria significantly changed its plan and is now committed to pursuing a largely
residential development on the remaining land at Cairnlea.
The new master plan, which was sent by mail to more than 800 Cairnlea residents in April 2014, proposes two
thirds of the remaining land at Cairnlea to be zoned residential, with a small commercial area confined to the
southern part of the site along Ballarat Road. The remaining land is dedicated to public open space and
wetlands/retarding basins.
At this time the land is under Commonwealth ownership and cannot legally be given a zone under Victorian
planning legislation. Once the land is transferred from the Commonwealth to Places Victoria, I will be able to
consider a planning scheme amendment to zone the land.
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Drug law reform
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Ms Patten

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government believes a multi-faceted approach based on reducing demand, supply and harm is the
most effective response to the problem of illicit drugs in our community.
This is an accepted approach to drug policy at both the federal and state levels and is supported by an extensive
evidence base built under the National Drug Strategy since the mid-1980s.
Victoria’s Ice Action Plan, in which the government committed $45.5 million to tackle the problem of ice, is an
example of the government’s balanced approach. The plan commits $18 million to expand drug treatment, with a
focus on rehabilitation for users in rural and regional areas, and $1.8 million for needle and syringe programs to
make harm reduction more effective. There are other initiatives to help families, support frontline workers and shut
down clandestine laboratories.
The plan also sets out priorities for the future including options to expand diversion programs and other effective
justice responses, prevention initiatives such as evidence based education programs, and building capacity for early
intervention and specialist treatment.
The Inquiry into the supply and use of methamphetamines, particularly ice, in Victoria, undertaken by the
Parliamentary Law Reform, Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee in 2014, provided a comprehensive evidence
base that informed the Ice Action Plan and is continuing to inform the Victorian Government’s longer term policy
response to ice and other drugs.
The government does not support a broad inquiry into all illicit drugs with a focus on decriminalisation. Instead, we
will continue our efforts to support demand, supply and harm reduction measures and target them to the areas
where they are most needed.

Crime prevention
Raised with:

Minister for Police

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
The Community Crime Prevention Program was left with an uncertain future due to the former government’s
failure to continue to ensure funding in the forward estimates. The government has committed funding of
$5.8 million to enable the program to continue while a review is undertaken by the Parliamentary Secretary for
Justice. Once completed, it will be considered by Government.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Thursday, 8 October 2015

COUNCIL

3591

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 8 October 2015
Ocean access boat ramps
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture

Raised by:

Mr Bourman

Raised on:

3 September 2015

REPLY:
I’d like to thank the Member for East Gippsland for his question regarding funding ocean access ramps through the
government’s Target One Million recreational fishing program.
The government has already begun delivery on a range of commitments under the Target One Million program to
grow recreational fishing in Victoria. I can tell you that in August boating restrictions were changed at Blue Rock
to improve access for fishers to this important fishery and Australia’s first trout cod fishery was officially opened in
Beechworth.
Work is well underway with regards to other important commitments such as the removal of commercial netting in
Port Philip Bay and increasing recreational fish stocking to 5 million fish per year.
One of the key components of the Target One Million program is the delivery of the Better Fishing Facilities Fund
which will develop new fishing reefs, improve access for land and boat based fishers and deliver better recreational
fishing facilities across Victoria.
The program is currently open for funding applications and a number of projects have already been funded and
works are underway.
In the case of new or upgraded boat launching facilities, the program will typically target projects involving smaller
facilities in regional areas.
The government has a dedicated funding program, the $8 million Boating Safety and Facilities Program which is
specifically designed to fund new boat launching facilities such as the one the Member for East Gippsland
described.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

Tuesday, 6 October 2015
Employment
26.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): To provide details of all appointments to Boards, Commissions and Committees made or
approved by the Minister since 4 December 2014, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used;
the terms of appointment;
any remuneration applicable;
when the positions became subject to remuneration; and
what changes have been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Government is in the process of appointing and reappointing vacancies on Boards, Commissions and
Committees.
The process for recruitment is consistent with past practice. Details of vacancies and the recruitment process are
available on getonboard.vic.gov.au/
Details of appointments and reappointments such as terms of appointments and remuneration can be found at
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au or www.premier.vic.gov.au
[Question 26 reinstated by order of President on 2 September 2015. Hansard reference to original answer:
17 March 2015, page 725.]

Energy and resources
27.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Energy and Resources):
To provide details of all appointments to Boards, Commissions and Committees made or approved by
the Minister since 4 December 2014, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used;
the terms of appointment;
any remuneration applicable;
when the positions became subject to remuneration; and
what changes have been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government is in the process of appointing and reappointing vacancies on Boards, Commissions and
Committees.
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The process for recruitment is consistent with past practice. Details of vacancies and the recruitment process are
available on getonboard.vic.gov.au/
Details of appointments and reappointments such as terms of appointment and remuneration can be found at
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au or www.premier.vic.gov.au
[Question 27 reinstated by order of President on 2 September 2015. Hansard reference to original answer:
17 March 2015, page 726.]

Industry
28.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry): To provide
details of all appointments to Boards, Commissions and Committees made or approved by the Minister
since 4 December 2014, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used;
the terms of appointment;
any remuneration applicable;
when the positions became subject to remuneration; and
what changes have been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government is in the process of appointing and reappointing vacancies on Boards, Commissions and
Committees.
The process for recruitment is consistent with past practice. Details of vacancies and the recruitment process are
available on getonboard.vic.gov.au/
Details of appointments and reappointments such as terms of appointment and remuneration can be found at
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au or www.premier.vic.gov.au
[Question 28 reinstated by order of President on 2 September 2015. Hansard reference to original answer:
17 March 2015, page 726.]

Finance
59.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): To provide the
details of all appointments to Broads, Commissions and Committees made or approved by the Minister
since 4 December 2014, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used;
the terms of appointment;
any remuneration applicable;
when the positions became subject to remuneration; and
what changes have been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Government is in the process of appointing and reappointing vacancies on Boards, Commissions and
Committees.
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The process for recruitment is consistent with past practices. Details of vacancies and the recruitment process are
available at www.getonbaord.vic.gov.au/
Details of appointments and reappointments such as terms of appointments and remuneration can be found at
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au or www.premier.vic.gov.au

Energy and resources
823.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (representing the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to Energy Safe Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did Energy Safe Victoria use an unadjusted fund to implement
the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which cost centre were
the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of a total budget funding
provided to Energy Safe Victoria for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
831.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Children’s Court of Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Children’s Court of Victoria use an unadjusted fund to
implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which cost
centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Children’s Court of Victoria for the 2014-15 financial year.
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The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
832.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Coroners Court of Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Coroners Court of Victoria use an unadjusted fund to
implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which cost
centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Coroners Court of Victoria for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
833.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the County Court of Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the County Court of Victoria use an unadjusted fund to
implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which cost
centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the County Court of Victoria for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislationand-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
834.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to Court Services Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did Court Services Victoria use an unadjusted fund to
implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which cost
centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Court Services Victoria for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
835.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Department of Justice and Regulation:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Department of Justice and Regulation use an unadjusted
fund to implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which
cost centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that
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The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Department of Justice and Regulation for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislationand-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
836.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages use an
unadjusted fund to implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so,
from which cost centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded· as part of total budget funding
provided to the Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislationand-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
837.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Victoria Law Foundation:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Victoria Law Foundation use an unadjusted fund to
implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which cost
centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Victoria Law Foundation for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
838.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to Victoria Legal Aid:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did Victoria Legal Aid use an unadjusted fund to implement the
gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which cost centre were the
funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Victoria Legal Aid for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislationand-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
839.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission use an unadjusted fund to implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday
in 2015, and if so, from which cost centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission or the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
840.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine use an
unadjusted fund to implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so,
from which cost centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the provided to the Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
841.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Victorian Law Reform Commission:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Victorian Law Reform Commission use an unadjusted
fund to implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so, from which
cost centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Victorian Law Reform Commission for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislation-and-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Attorney-General
842.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Attorney-General): In
relation to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (1) is unavailable, what was the value of any adjustment made to base wage
funding costs to reflect the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
If an answer to (2) is unavailable, did the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal use an
unadjusted fund to implement the gazettal of the Easter Sunday public holiday in 2015, and if so,
from which cost centre were the funds appropriated.
What is the cost to be incurred for the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.
If an answer to (4) is unavailable, what is the projected or budgeted value of any adjustment made
to base wage funding costs to reflect the 2015 Grand Final Eve Public Holiday.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The cost of the additional 2015 Easter Sunday public holiday has been fully funded as part of total budget funding
provided to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal for the 2014-15 financial year.
The Regulatory Impact Statement on proposed new public holidays in Victoria, released for public comment on the
8th of July this year, provides an independent estimate of the total public sector cost of declaring Grand Final
Friday and Easter Sunday public holidays. The total cost estimated in the Regulatory Impact Statement includes
costs to local, State and Commonwealth governments. It can be viewed at
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/corporate-governance/legislationand-regulation/regulatory-impactstatements

Police
885.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Aircraft railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Aircraft railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
886.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Alamein railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Alamein railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
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0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
887.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Albion railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Albion railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
888.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Alphinghton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Alphinghton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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889.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Altona railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Altona railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
890.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Anstey railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Anstey railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
891.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Armadale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Armadale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
892.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ascot Vale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ascot Vale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
893.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ashburton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ashburton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
894.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Aspendale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Aspendale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
895.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Auburn railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Auburn railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
896.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Balaclava railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

(d)

COUNCIL

3611

other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Balaclava railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

4 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
897.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Batman railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Batman railway station for the following offence categories:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3612

(1)

COUNCIL

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
898.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bayswater railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Bayswater railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
899.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Beaconsfield railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Beaconsfield railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
900.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Belgrave railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Belgrave railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
901.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bell railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Bell railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
902.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bentleigh railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Bentleigh railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
903.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Berwick railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Berwick railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

3 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
904.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Blackburn railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Blackburn railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
905.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Bonbeach railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Bonbeach railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
906.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Boronia railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

(2)
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Boronia railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
907.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Box Hill railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Box Hill railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
8 crimes against property reported
3 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
908.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Brighton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Brighton railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
909.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Broadmeadows railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Broadmeadows railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6.00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
5 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

2 crimes against the person
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1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
8 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
910.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Brunswick railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Brunswick railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
911.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Burnley railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Burnley railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
5 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
912.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Burwood railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Burwood railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
913.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Camberwell railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Camberwell railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
914.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Canterbury railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Canterbury railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
915.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Cardinia Road railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Cardinia Road railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
916.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Carnegie railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Carnegie railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
917.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Carrurn railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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(c)
(d)
(2)
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Carrurn railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
7 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
918.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Caulfield railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Caulfield railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
919.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Chatham railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Chatham railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
920.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Chelsea railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Chelsea railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
5 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
921.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Cheltenham railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Cheltenham railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
922.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Clayton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Clayton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
923.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Clifton Hill railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Clifton Hill railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

4 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
9 drug offences reported
14 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
924.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Coburg railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Coburg railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

2 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
925.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Collingwood railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Collingwood railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
926.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Coolaroo railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Coolaroo railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
927.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Craigieburn railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Craigieburn railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

5 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
928.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Cranbourne railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

(2)
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Cranbourne railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
929.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Croxton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Croxton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
930.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Croydon railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Croydon railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
6 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
931.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Dandenong railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Dandenong railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

3 crimes against the person reported
5 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
6 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

8 crimes against the person
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5 crimes against property reported
10 drug offences reported
46 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
932.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Darebin railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Darebin railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

3641

Police
933.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Darling railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Darling railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
934.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Dennis railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Dennis railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
935.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Diamond Creek railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Diamond Creek railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
936.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Diggers Rest railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Diggers Rest railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
937.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Eaglemont railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Eaglemont railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
938.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the East Camberwell railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to East Camberwell railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
939.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the East Malvern railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to East Malvern railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
940.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the East Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to East Richmond railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
941.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Edithvale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Edithvale railway station for the following offence categories:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3648

(1)

COUNCIL

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
7 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
942.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Elsternwick railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Elsternwick railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
943.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Eltham railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Eltham railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
944.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Epping railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Epping railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

2 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

3 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
945.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Essendon railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Essendon railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
946.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Fairfield railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3652

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Fairfield railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
947.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Fawkner railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Fawkner railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
948.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ferntree Gully railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ferntree Gully railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
6 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
949.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Flagstaff railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Flagstaff railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

2 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
950.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Flemington Bridge railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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(a)
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crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Flemington Bridge railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
951.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Flinders Street railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Flinders Street railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

4 crimes against the person reported
7 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
10 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

10 crimes against the person
7 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
33 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
952.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Footscray railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Footscray railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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2 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
2 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
4 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
953.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Frankston railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Frankston railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

3 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
7 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

1 crimes against the person
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1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
20 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
954.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Gardenvale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Gardenvale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

2 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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955.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Gardiner railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Gardiner railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
956.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ginifer railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3660

COUNCIL

(2)

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ginifer railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
957.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glen Iris railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

3661

The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Glen Iris railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
958.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glen Waverly railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Glen Waverly railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
959.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenbervie railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Glenbervie railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
960.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenferrie railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Glenferrie railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
961.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenhuntly railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Glenhuntly railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

4 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
962.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Glenroy railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Glenroy railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
5 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
5 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
963.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Gowrie railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Gowrie railway station for the following offence categories:
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1 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
964.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Greensborough railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Greensborough railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

1 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
965.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hallam railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hallam railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
10 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
6 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hampton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hampton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
967.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hartwell railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hartwell railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
968.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hawksburn railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hawksburn railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
969.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hawthorn railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hawthorn railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
970.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heathdale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Heathdale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
971.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heathmont railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Heathmont railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
972.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heidelberg railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

(2)

3673

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Heidelberg railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
10 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
973.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Heyington railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Heyington railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
974.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Highett railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Highett railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
975.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Holmesglen railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Holmesglen railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
976.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hoppers Crossing railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hoppers Crossing railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
6 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
977.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hughesdale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hughesdale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
978.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Huntingdale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Huntingdale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
979.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Hurstbridge railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Hurstbridge railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
980.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ivanhoe railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ivanhoe railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
981.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jacana railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Jacana railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
982.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jewell railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Jewell railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
4 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
983.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jolimont-MCG railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Jolimont-MCG railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
984.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Jordanville railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Jordanville railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
985.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Kananook railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Kananook railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
986.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Keilor Plains railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Keilor Plains railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
987.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Kensington railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Kensington railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
988.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Keon Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Keon Park railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
989.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Kooyong railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Kooyong railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
990.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Laburnum railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Laburnum railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
991.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Lalor railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Lalor railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
992.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Laverton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Laverton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
993.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Lilydale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Lilydale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
3 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

4 crimes against the person
7 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
12 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
994.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Lynbrook railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

(2)
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Lynbrook railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
995.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Macauley railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Macauley railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
996.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Macleod railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Macleod railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
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(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
997.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Malvern railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Malvern railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

1 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
998.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the McKinnon railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to McKinnon railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
999.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Melbourne Central railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Melbourne Central railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
13 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1000.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mentone railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Mentone railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

3 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1001.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Merinda Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Merinda Park railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1002.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Merlynston railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Merlynston railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3698

COUNCIL

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(2)

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1003.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Merri railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Merri railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
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0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1004.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Middle Brighton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Middle Brighton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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1005.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Middle Footscray railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Middle Footscray railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1006.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mitcham railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Mitcham railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1007.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mont Albert railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Mont Albert railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1008.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Montmorency railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Montmorency railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
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0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1009.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Moonee Ponds railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Moonee Ponds railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

3 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
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0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1010.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Moorabin railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Moorabin railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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1011.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mooroolbark railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Mooroolbark railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
8 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1012.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mordialloc railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Mordialloc railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
11 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1013.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Moreland railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Moreland railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1014.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Mount Waverley railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Mount Waverley railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
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0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1015.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Murrumbeena railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Murrumbeena railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1016.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Narre Warren railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Narre Warren railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
2 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
8 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1017.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Newmarket railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Newmarket railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
4 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1018.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Newport railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Newport railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
6 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1019.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Noble Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Noble Park railway station for the following offence categories:
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
12 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1020.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Brighton railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to North Brighton railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

2 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1021.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Melbourne railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to North Melbourne railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
14 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to North Richmond railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
4 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1023.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the North Williamstown railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
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drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to North Williamstown railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1024.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Northcote railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3716

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Northcote railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
6 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1025.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Nunawading railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Nunawading railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1026.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Oak Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Oak Park railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
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0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1027.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Oakleigh railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Oakleigh railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
4 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
7 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
1028.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Officer railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Officer railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1029.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ormond railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ormond railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1030.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Pakenham railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Pakenham railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
10 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1031.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Parkdale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Parkdale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1032.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Parliament railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Parliament railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

3 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
10 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1033.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Pascoe Vale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Pascoe Vale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1034.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Patterson railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Patterson railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1035.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Prahran railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Prahran railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1036.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Preston railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Preston railway station for the following offence categories:
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2 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
3 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1037.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Regent railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Regent railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1038.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Reservoir railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Reservoir railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
9 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Richmond railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
3 crimes against property
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

8 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
12 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1040.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ringwood East railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ringwood East railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1041.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ringwood railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ringwood railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

6 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

6 crimes against the person
3 crimes against property reported
3 drug offences reported
11 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1042.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ripponlea railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ripponlea railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
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0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1043.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Riversdale railWay station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Riversdale railWay station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
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0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1044.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Rosanna railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Rosanna railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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1045.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Roxburgh Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Roxburgh Park railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1046.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Royal Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Royal Park railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1047.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Rushall railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Rushall railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1048.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Ruthven railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Ruthven railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1049.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sandown Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Sandown Park railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
13 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
8 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
9 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1050.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sandringham railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Sandringham railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
3 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1051.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Seaford railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Seaford railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1052.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Seaholme railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

(d)

COUNCIL

3739

other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Seaholme railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1053.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Seddon railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Seddon railway station for the following offence categories:
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0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1054.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the South Kensington railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to South Kensington railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

COUNCIL

3741

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1055.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the South Morang railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to South Morang railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

3 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
3 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the South Yarra railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to South Yarra railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

3 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
2 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1057.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Southern Cross railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Southern Cross railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

4 crimes against the person reported
26 crimes against property reported
8 drug offence reported
11 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

5 crimes against the person
17 crimes against property reported
12 drug offences reported
29 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1058.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Spotswood railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Spotswood railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1059.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Springvale railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Springvale railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

5 crimes against the person
3 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
7 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1060.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the St Albans railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to St Albans railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
8 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1061.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Strathmore railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Strathmore railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
3 drug offences reported
4 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1062.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sunbury railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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(c)
(d)

crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

(2)
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Sunbury railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
2 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1063.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Sunshine railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Sunshine railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

6 crimes against the person reported
5 crimes against property reported
1 drug offence reported
3 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

4 crimes against the person
5 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
9 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1064.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Surrey Hills railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Surrey Hills railway station for the following offence categories:
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between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1065.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Syndal railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Syndal railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

0 crimes against the person
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0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1066.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Tecoma railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Tecoma railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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Police
1067.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Thomastown railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Thomastown railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
2 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1068.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Thornbury railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Thornbury railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1069.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Toorak railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Toorak railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1070.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Tooronga railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Tooronga railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
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0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1071.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Tottenham railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Tottenham railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
8 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1072.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Upfield railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Upfield railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1073.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Upper Ferntree Gully railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(2)
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crimes against the person were reported;
crimes against property were reported;
drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Upper Ferntree Gully railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1074.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Upwey railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
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other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Upwey railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1075.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Victoria Park railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Victoria Park railway station for the following offence categories:
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
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0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1076.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Watergardens railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Watergardens railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)

2 crimes against the person
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1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1077.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Watsonia railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Watsonia railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Wattle Glen railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Wattle Glen railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1079.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Werribee railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Werribee railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

3 crimes against the person reported
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
5 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
7 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1080.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the West Footscray railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to West Footscray railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
4 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
2 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1081.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the West Richmond railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to West Richmond railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)

0 crimes against the person reported
2 crimes against property reported
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0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1082.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Westall railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Westall railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
1 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
3 other crimes reported.
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Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1083.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Westgarth railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Westgarth railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1084.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Westona railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Westona railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
1 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1085.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Williams Landing railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
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drug offences were reported; and
other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Williams Landing railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
10 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
3 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
4 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1086.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Williamstown Beach railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June
2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
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The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Williamstown Beach railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1087.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Williamstown railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Williamstown railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.
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between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
4 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1088.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Willison railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Willison railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

0 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.
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MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Windsor railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Windsor railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

1 crimes against the person reported
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

3 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
4 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1090.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Yarraman railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.
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Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Yarraman railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
12 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

2 crimes against the person
11 crimes against property reported
1 drug offences reported
5 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Police
1091.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to the Yarraville railway station, for the period between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015:
(1)

Between the hours of 1.30 am and 6 pm, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

(2)

Between the hours of 6 pm and 1.30 am, how many —
(a) crimes against the person were reported;
(b) crimes against property were reported;
(c) drug offences were reported; and
(d) other crimes were reported.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Crime Statistics Agency has confirmed that official statistics are only available to 31 March 2015.
The Crime Statistics Agency has provided data on the number of offences detected between 1 January 2015 and
31 March 2015 in relation to Yarraville railway station for the following offence categories:
(1)

between 1.30 am and 6:00 pm, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

0 crimes against the person reported
1 crimes against property reported
0 drug offence reported
0 other crimes reported.

between 6:00 pm and 1:30 am, there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

1 crimes against the person
0 crimes against property reported
0 drug offences reported
0 other crimes reported.

Note: The data only includes offences recorded at railways stations, by Victoria Police. It does not include offences
that occurred on trains or in railway car parks. It does not include offences that have been recorded as having
occurred at a train station, but the location of the station could not be determined.

Agriculture
1098.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to non-human primates held in
the National Non-Human Primate Breeding and Research facility in Churchill Victoria, hosted by
Monash University and funded partially by the National Health and Medical Research Council
(NHMRC):
(1)
(2)

How many primates are currently in the facility.
How many of each species of primate are held —
(a) in total;
(b) according to age; and
(c) according to sex.

(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

How many primates are used for research or any related purposes.
What are the causes of death of the primates.
How many of the deaths are as a result, direct or indirectly, of research procedures.
For each death, what were the histories of procedures that the animal underwent.
Are any primates being used under licence, or any other method, for research or any other purpose
by bodies other than Victorian Government agencies, authorities, companies, or departments, and
if so —
(a) what are these bodies and their locations; and
(b) how many primates are held by each body at each location.

(8)

Have primates been imported from overseas by the facility; if so, from what countries did they
originate and when.
What are the costs to the State of Victoria relating to the facility.

(9)
ANSWER:

I am informed that:
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Information about the current primate population of the national breeding colony hosted by Monash University,
and any importation of primates to the facility, is held by Monash University, and not by my department.
Questions 1 through 6, and 8, should be directed to the university.
In relation to question 7, there is a legal requirement under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 for
organisations using animals in research and teaching to hold a licence, and to report annually to the department on
their use of animals. This information is published by the department in the ‘Statistics of Animal Use in Victoria in
Research and Teaching’ report which may be found on the department’s website.
(http://agriculture.vic.gov.au/agriculture/animal-health-and-welfare/animals-used-in-research-andteaching/community-engagement). The report provides information on the number & source of primates used, the
benefit of their use, the impact of the use, any particular procedures used, and the number of deaths.
In relation to question 9, there is no state government funding of the primate facility.

Racing
1103.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (representing the Minister for
Racing): In relation to the loss of jobs at the Melbourne Racing Club in January 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

(7)
(8)
(9)

On what date was the Minister’s office advised or made aware of these job losses.
On what date was the Minister advised or made aware of these jobs losses.
Who advised or made the Minister aware of these job losses.
Who advised or made the Minister’s office aware of these job losses.
If the Minister was advised or made aware of these job losses other than personally by a
representative of the Melbourne Racing Club, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or
information of the losses, make personal contact with the Melbourne Racing Club and, if so, on
what date did the Minister make that contact.
Subsequent to receiving advice or information of the job losses, did the Minister instruct the
Department to make contact with the Melbourne Racing Club and, if so, on what date did the
Minister give that instruction.
Did the Minister make any public comments or statements about these job losses and, if so, on
what date or dates were those statements made.
According to the Minister’s latest advice, how many jobs are at risk, and what date was that
advice received.
What action did the Minister take to try and maintain these jobs at the Melbourne Racing Club.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I am aware that in early 2015 the Melbourne Racing Club moved to convert a number of roles from direct
engagement to third-party employment via an external provider.
Decisions about employment within individual racing clubs are ultimately a matter for those clubs rather than being
within the determination of Racing Victoria or the government.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1120.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation):
(1)
(2)

How many product safety inspections were undertaken by Consumer Affairs Victoria between 1
December 2014 and 31 August 2015.
How many products did Consumer Affairs Victoria seize due to non-safety compliance between 1
December 2014 and 31 August 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

698

(2)

1,390

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1121.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many compliance visits did Consumer
Affairs Victoria make to licensed liquor venues between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Consumer Affairs Victoria does not conduct compliance visits at licensed liquor venues. Compliance activities are
conducted by the Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1122.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many licensed liquor venues received
increases to licensing renewal fees for 2015 due to licensing breaches in 2014.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As at 29 November 2014 (the date the notice of renewal fees is posted to licensees), the number of licensed liquor
venues that received increases to licensing renewal fees for 2015 due to licensing breaches in 2014 was 22.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1123.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many blind and curtain cord safety kits were
distributed by the Department between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
575 blind and curtain cord safety kits were distributed by Consumer Affairs Victoria between 1 December 2014
and 31 August 2015.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1124.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): How many Consumer Affairs Victoria compliance
visits were made to illegal or alleged illegal brothels from 1 December 2014 to 31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3774

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) has not conducted any compliance activity into illegal brothels in the period
from 1 December 2014 to 31 August 2015. CAV refers all allegations of illegal brothels received to Victoria Police
who conduct all compliance activity in relation to illegal brothels.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1127.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Albert Park.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1128.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Altona.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1129.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bass.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1130.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bayswater.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1131.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bellarine.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1132.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Benambra.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1133.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bendigo East.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.
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Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1134.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bendigo West.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1135.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bentleigh.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1136.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Box Hill.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1137.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Brighton.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1138.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Broadmeadows.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1139.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Brunswick.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1140.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bulleen.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1141.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Bundoora.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1142.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Buninyong.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1143.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Burwood.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1144.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Carrum.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1145.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
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inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Caulfield.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1146.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Clarinda.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1147.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Cranbourne.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1148.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Croydon.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.
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Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1149.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Dandenong.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1150.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Eildon.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1151.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Eltham.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1152.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Essendon.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1153.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Euroa.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1154.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Evelyn.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1155.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Ferntree Gully.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1156.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Footscray.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1157.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Forest Hill.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1158.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Frankston.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1159.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Geelong.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1160.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
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inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Gembrook.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1161.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Gippsland East.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1162.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Gippsland West.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1163.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Hastings.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.
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Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1164.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Hawthorn.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1165.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Ivanhoe.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1166.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Kew.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1167.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Keysborough.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1168.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Kororoit.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1169.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Lara.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1170.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Lowan.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1171.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Macedon.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1172.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Malvern.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1173.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Melbourne.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1174.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Melton.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1175.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
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inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Mildura.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1176.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Mill Park.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1177.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Monbulk.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1178.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Mordialloc.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.
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Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1179.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Mornington.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1180.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Morwell.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1181.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Mount Waverley.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1182.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Mulgrave.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1183.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Murray Plains.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1184.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Narracan.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1185.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Narre Warren North.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1186.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Narre Warren South.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1187.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Nepean.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1188.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Niddrie.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1189.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Northcote.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1190.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
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inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Oakleigh.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1191.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Ovens Valley.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1192.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Pascoe Vale.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1193.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Polwarth.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.
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Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1194.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Prahran.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1195.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Preston.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1196.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Richmond.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1197.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Ringwood.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1198.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Ripon.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1199.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Rowville.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1200.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Sandringham.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1201.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Shepparton.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1202.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of South Barwon.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1203.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of South-West Coast.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1204.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of St Albans.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1205.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
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inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Sunbury.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1206.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Sydenham.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1207.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Tarneit.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1208.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Thomastown.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.
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Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1209.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Warrandyte.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1210.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Wendouree.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1211.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Werribee.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1212.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Williamstown.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1213.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Yan Yean.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
1214.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation): What was the total number of compliance
inspections undertaken by Liquor Licensing Victoria between 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015
for the electorate of Yuroke.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation has advised that it cannot provide the requested
information as the specific electorate where compliance activities are carried out is not recorded. Relevant data is
collected by Local Government Area.

Multicultural affairs
1215.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to grant programs delivered by the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship for the
2014-15 financial year:
(1)
(2)

What are the details of each grant program and category.
For each grant category what was —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of the grant availability;
the size of grant available to each applicant; and
the total funding for each grant category for the year 2014-15.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Grants awarded by the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship in the 2014-15 financial year will be
published on the Multicultural Victoria website
(http://www.multicultural.vic.gov.au/resources/publications/annual-report) on or before 30 September 2015.
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Multicultural affairs
1216.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to grant programs being delivered by the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship for the
2015-16 financial year:
(1)
(2)

What are the details of each grant program and category.
For each grant category what is —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of the grant availability;
the size of grant available to each applicant; and
the total funding for each grant category for the year 2015-16.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship’s and the Victorian Multicultural
Commission’s grant rounds available for 2015-16 is available on the Multicultural Victoria website at
http://www.multicultural.vic.gov.au/grants.

Multicultural affairs
1217.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to grant programs delivered by the Victorian Multicultural Commission during the 2014-15
financial year:
(1)
(2)

What are the details of each grant program and category.
For each grant category what was —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of the grant availability;
the size of grant available to each applicant; and
the total funding for each grant category for the year 2014-15.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Grants awarded by the Victorian Multicultural Commission (VMC) in the 2014-15 financial year will be published
on the Multicultural Victoria website (http://www.multicultural.vic.gov.au/resources/publications/annual-report)
after the VMC’s annual report has been tabled in Parliament on 8 October 2015.

Multicultural affairs
1218.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to grant programs being delivered by the Victorian Multicultural Commission for the 2015-16
financial year:
(1)
(2)

What are the details of each grant program and category.
For each grant category what is —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of the grant availability;
the size of grant available to each applicant; and
the total funding for each grant category for the year 2015-16.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship’s and the Victorian Multicultural
Commission’s grant rounds available for 2015-16 is available on the Multicultural Victoria website at
http://www.multicultural.vic.gov.au/grants.

Housing, disability and ageing
1233.

MS BATH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children and Youth Affairs (for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing): In relation to the continued funding of a part-time administration
officer at Gippsland Carers Association —
(1)
(2)

Will the Government continue this funding; and/or
Will the Government guarantee funding to match the commitment made by the previous Coalition
Government in this area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1) The Victorian Government is committed to delivering innovative services that support and empower service
users, carers and families. To meet this commitment the Department of Health and Human Services funds a
range of accessible initiatives and supports for carers of a person with a disability and older people across
Gippsland, including:
– Supporting Older Carers Direct Service — funded across Inner and Outer Gippsland.
– Supporting Older Carers Planning Service — funded across Inner and Outer Gippsland.
– Flexible respite — funding has been distributed across a number of service providers within Inner and
Outer Gippsland to provide this service.
– The Respite in Gippsland website www.respitegippsland.org.au. Website establishment and ongoing
maintenance costs funded through the department.
– Commonwealth Carers Respite Service-through Latrobe Community Health Service.
– Future Planning Support Project for Older Carers-through Latrobe Community Health Service.
– Carers Victoria — website www.carersvic.org.au.
(2)

The funding provided to the Gippsland Carers Association was provided through the Department of Health
and Human Services and amounted to $100 000 over a four year period.

(3)

The Gippsland Carers Association may be eligible to benefit from additional funding opportunities for sector
readiness in preparation for the roll-out of the National Disability Insurance Scheme across the state, by both
Commonwealth and State Governments, from 1 July 2016.

Corrections
1239.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of prisoners held in the Victorian male prison system for —
(1)
(2)
(3)

17 August 2015–23 August 2015;
24 August 2015–30 August 2015; and
31 August 2015–3 September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 5639 male prisoners on 31 August 2015.

Corrections
1240.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of prisoners held in the Victorian female prison system for —
(1)
(2)
(3)

17 August 2015–23 August 2015;
24 August 2015–30 August 2015; and
31 August 2015–3 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 408 female prisoners on 31 August 2015.

Corrections
1241.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of male prisoners held in police cells in Victoria at 7am for —
(1)
(2)
(3)

17 August 2015–23 August 2015;
24 August 2015–30 August 2015; and
31 August 2015–3 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 276 male prisoners in police cells at 7 am on 31 August 2015.

Corrections
1242.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of female prisoners held in police cells in Victoria at 7am for —
(1)
(2)
(3)

17 August 2015–23 August 2015;
24 August 2015–30 August 2015; and
31 August 2015–3 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 9 female prisoners in police cells at 7 am on 31 August 2015.

Corrections
1243.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
How many parole orders were current during the week of —
(1)

17 August 2015–23 August 2015;

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

(2)
(3)

COUNCIL

3801

24 August 2015–30 August 2015; and
31 August 2015–3 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were 1121 current parole orders on 31 August 2015.

Families and children
1244.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: What was the total number of child protection reports received for the
month of December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on the total number of child protection reports received is published in the 2015-16 State Budget papers.

Families and children
1245.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: What was the total number of child protection reports received for the
month of January 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on the total number of child protection reports received is published in the 2015-16 State Budget papers.

Families and children
1246.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: What was the total number of child protection reports received for the
month of February 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on the total number of child protection reports received is published in the 2015-16 State Budget papers.

Families and children
1247.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: What was the total number of child protection reports received for the
month of March 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on the total number of child protection reports received is published in the 2015-16 State Budget papers.
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Families and children
1248.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: What was the total number of child protection reports received for the
month of April 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on the total number of child protection reports received is published in the 2015-16 State Budget papers.

Families and children
1249.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: What was the total number of child protection reports received for the
month of May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on the total number of child protection reports received is published in the 2015-16 State Budget papers.

Families and children
1250.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: What was the total number of child protection reports received for the
month of June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on the total number of child protection reports received is published in the 2015-16 State Budget papers.

Families and children
1251.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: How many child protection reports received requiring an immediate
response were visited within two days during December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on child protection reports requiring a visit within two days is published in the 2015-16 State Budget Papers.

Families and children
1252.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: How many child protection reports received requiring an immediate
response were visited within two days during January 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on child protection reports requiring a visit within two days is published in the 2015-16 State Budget Papers.
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Families and children
1253.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services-activity number 31161: How many child protection reports received requiring an immediate
response were visited within two days during February 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on child protection reports requiring a visit within two days is published in the 2015-16 State Budget Papers.

Families and children
1254.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: How many child protection reports received requiring an immediate
response were visited within two days during March 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on child protection reports requiring a visit within two days is published in the 2015-16 State Budget Papers.

Families and children
1255.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: How many child protection reports received requiring an immediate
response were visited within two days during April 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on child protection reports requiring a visit within two days is published in the 2015-16 State Budget Papers.

Families and children
1256.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: How many child protection reports received requiring an immediate
response were visited within two days during May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on child protection reports requiring a visit within two days is published in the 2015-16 State Budget Papers.

Families and children
1257.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection
Services–activity number 31161: How many child protection reports received requiring an immediate
response were visited within two days during June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data on child protection reports requiring a visit within two days is published in the 2015-16 State Budget Papers.
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Families and children
1258.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection After
Hours Service–activity number 31162: What was the total number of calls received during the month of
December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $15.7 million over four years to reform the after-hours child protection intake
and crisis response service.
As part of the Government’s additional child protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 State Budget, more
than 19 additional child protection practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural
and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee and East Gippsland.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided funding to improve the service’s telecommunication call response system.
The total number of calls received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service during the month of
December 2014 was 4448.

Families and children
1259.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection After
Hours Service–activity number 31162: What was the total number of calls received during the month of
January 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $15.7 million over four years to reform the after-hours child protection intake
and crisis response service.
As part of the Government’s additional child protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 State Budget, more
than 19 additional child protection practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural
and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee and East Gippsland.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided funding to improve the service’s telecommunication call response system.
The total number of calls received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service for the month of
January 2015 was 4869.

Families and children
1260.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection After
Hours Service–activity number 31162: What was the total number of calls received during the month of
February 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The 2015-16 State Budget provided $15.7 million over four years to reform the after-hours child protection intake
and crisis response service.
As part of the Government’s additional child protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 State Budget, more
than 19 additional child protection practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural
and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee and East Gippsland.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided funding to improve the service’s telecommunication call response system.
The total number of calls received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service for the month of
February 2015 was 4402.

Families and children
1261.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection After
Hours Service-activity number 31162: What was the total number of calls received during the month of
March 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $15.7 million over four years to reform the after-hours child protection intake
and crisis response service.
As part of the Government’s additional child protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 State Budget, more
than 19 additional child protection practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural
and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee and East Gippsland.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided funding to improve the service’s telecommunication call response system.
The total number of calls received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service for the month of March
2015 was 4725.

Families and children
1262.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection After
Hours Service–activity number 31162: What was the total number of calls received during the month of
April 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $15.7 million over four years to reform the after-hours child protection intake
and crisis response service.
As part of the Government’s additional child protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 State Budget, more
than 19 additional child protection practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural
and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee and East Gippsland.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided funding to improve the service’s telecommunication call response system.
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The total number of calls received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service for the month of April
2015 was 4342.

Families and children
1263.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection After
Hours Service–activity number 31162: What was the total number of calls received during the month of
May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $15.7 million over four years to reform the after-hours child protection intake
and crisis response service.
As part of the Government’s additional child protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 State Budget, more
than 19 additional child protection practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural
and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee and East Gippsland.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided funding to improve the service’s telecommunication call response system.
The total number of calls received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service for the month of May
2015 was 4092.

Families and children
1264.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Child Protection After
Hours Service–activity number 31162: What was the total number of calls received during the month of
June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $15.7 million over four years to reform the after-hours child protection intake
and crisis response service.
As part of the Government’s additional child protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 State Budget, more
than 19 additional child protection practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural
and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee and East Gippsland.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided funding to improve the service’s telecommunication call response system.
The total number of calls received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service for the month of June
2015 was 3924.

Corrections
1284.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
Further to the response to question on notice No. 623:
(1)

What is the reason for the reduction in the increase in prisoner numbers in Victoria in the last
12 months of two per cent compared to a 14 per cent increase from December 2012 to December
2013.
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What is the reason for the discrepancy where the 14 per cent increase in prisoner numbers from
December 2012 to December 2013 comprised of 47 per cent of prisoners being re-imprisoned for
breach of parole. The two per cent increase in prisoner numbers in Victoria in the last 12 months is
not attributable to any breach of parole.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The two percent increase in prisoner numbers over 12 months between 31 May 2014 and 31 May 2015,
compared with the 14 per cent increase over the period December 2012 to December 2013, represents a
stabilisation of prisoner numbers following a period of sustained growth. It is too early to forecast whether the
slowing of growth will be sustained.

(2)

The 14 per cent increase in prisoner numbers over the period December 2012 to December 2013 included a
significant increase in the number of prisoners being re-imprisoned for breach of parole (this cohort
comprised 47 per cent of the increase in prisoner numbers over this period).
Between 31 May 2014 and 31 May 2015, there has been a decrease in the number of prisoners in custody
with a most serious offence of cancellation of parole. This decrease can be attributed to the impact of parole
reforms following the Callinan report.

[Question 623 previously answered on 4 August 2015. Hansard reference to original answer: page 2432.]

Health
1285.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
light of the report of the Ombudsman in March 2014 into deaths and harm in custody:
(1)
(2)

Have all hanging points been removed from the Thomas Embling Hospital.
If they have not all been removed —
(a)
(b)

how many remain; and
when will they be removed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question is not the responsibility of the Minister for Health and should be directed to the Minister for Mental
Health.

Corrections
1286.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
Further to the response to question on notice No. 624:
(1)
(2)

Is it the intention of the Department to refurbish all cells in Victorian prisons to be Building
Design Review Project compliant.
If it is the Department’s intention to do so, when will this happen.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

It is not the intention of the Department of Justice & Regulation to refurbish all cells in Victorian prisons to
be Building Design Review Project (BDRP) compliant, given the dual considerations of cost and assessed
risk levels of prisoners in some cell accommodation. No commitment has been made to do so. It has,
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however, undertaken to ensure that all new cellular accommodation would be built to conform with the Cell
and Fire Safety Guidelines and hence be BDRP compliant.
(2)

Not applicable.

[Question 624 previously answered on 5 August 2015. Hansard reference to original answer: page 2467.]

Police
1287.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): Given
the nature of policing means that one of the most common injuries suffered by police is post-traumatic
stress disorder, and that cumulative stress disorder is considered a precursor to post-traumatic stress
disorder:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What training is provided at the Victorian Police Academy to new recruits on post-traumatic stress
disorder and cumulative stress disorder.
Is training on both disorders and how best to manage them, as well as prevention strategies,
provided to all members of Victoria Police.
What support does Victoria Police provide to members suffering from these disorders.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

All new police recruits and Protective Service Officers undertake training at the Victoria Police Academy
regarding mental health. Programs delivered by the Police Psychology Unit include COPSMART and
Resilience. This training is designed to increase protective factors and promote access to support for all
mental health conditions by police personnel.
The COPSMART training incorporates general mental health literacy, including post-traumatic stress
disorder, addressing barriers to seeking help, information regarding the full range of formal support and
building support networks, managing reactions to potentially traumatic events or critical incidents and
self-care planning.
The Resilience training provides recruits with the tools to build awareness of individual resilience and
improve specific elements of resilience including being receptive to social support, confidence, adaptability
and sense of purpose. Individual resilience is linked positively with recovery after exposure to potentially
traumatic events.

(2)

Mental health training is provided to all police recruits and protective services officers. The Police
Psychology Unit also delivers a number of initiatives, online resources and programs that promote good
mental health for all Victoria Police employees.
Mental health focused training and intervention programs include:
– Healthy minds at work foundation training
– Healthy minds at work for managers program
– ASSIST skills based program aimed specifically at psychological care of members after critical incidents
– Resilience workshops
– Working well preventing stress programs and
– Communication and self-help information through the Victoria Police Intranet including all relevant
mental health information and contacts.
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On 10 September 2015, the Premier announced that Victoria Police, The Police Association and the
Government would jointly support the development of a smartphone App. The App can be downloaded on to
members’ mobile phones allowing them easy and confidential access to mental health information.
(3)

Victoria Police provides mental health literacy training programs and consultancy for workplace supervisors
to promote early intervention, social connection for injured members and to enhance return to work options.
Victoria Police employees, partners and dependent children have access to counselling provided by the
Employee Assistance Program.
A person diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder or any mental health condition may undergo a period
of individual therapy as prescribed by their treating practitioner, usually psychological and psychiatric
services. Victoria Police also utilises the Group Treatment Program provided by specialists at the Post
Trauma Victoria (PTV), based at the Austin Health Repatriation Hospital in Heidelberg, as part of support
services to employees on Worker’s Compensation.
Victoria Police is conducting a group therapy clinical pilot, the Trauma Recovery Group Program, aimed at
police officers who are exhibiting early signs of trauma and who may be at risk of developing post-traumatic
stress disorder. The program has been developed with trauma specialists, Phoenix Australia, Centre for
Posttraumatic Mental Health, to identify clinical interventions tailored to police to improve psychological
functioning and reduce mental health and suicide risk.

Police
1288.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): Further
to the response to question on notice No. 800, and in light of Measure 19 in the report on parole by
former High Court Justice Ian Callinan:
(1)
(2)

Has the ratio of offenders to parole officers or supervisors been reduced.
If the ratio has been reduced, then by how much has it been reduced.

ANSWER:
I am advised that: This matter falls within the Corrections portfolio.
(1)

Yes, the ratio has been reduced.

(2)

On average, there has been a 40% reduction in caseloads for staff managing the highest risk prisoners on
parole.

[Question 800 previously answered on 4 August 2015. Hansard reference to original answer: page 2465.]

Families and children
1291.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many adults who are now in
Victoria’s prisons or remand facilities have also spent at least one night in a Victorian residential care
facility as a child.

ANSWER:
The Department of Health & Human Services (DHHS) is not currently able to provide reports which correlate the
data regarding the number of adults currently in Victoria’s adult prisons or remand facilities who have previously
spent time in residential care as a child. Both DHHS and the Department of Justice are working on data linkages
that will enable an understanding of the relationships between these services.
Since becoming the Minister for Families and Children I have been a strong advocate for early intervention and
have sought to reduce the number of young children in residential care to ensure that wherever possible, children
have a positive, stable and nurturing home life, even if that cannot be with their own family.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3810

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

The Government is determined that education will be a key strength for every Victorian child and a stabiliser for
our most vulnerable children. This is consistent with our vision to make Victoria the Education State.
A stable home life and education are often cited anecdotally as factors which have been missing or compromised in
the childhood experiences of many people who go on to spend time in our adult corrections system.
The Government is a strong supporter of measures that can disrupt the causal links between childhood
disadvantage and adult offending resulting in imprisonment. This is why we are shining a spotlight on the issues
facing children in residential care, to give those children the opportunities to overcome disadvantage and to become
strong, positive, contributing members of our community.

Families and children
1292.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Does the Department of Health and
Human Services keep and collate statistics that show the number of children who spend at least one
night in a Victorian residential care facility and are subsequently charged with a criminal offence, and, if
so what are the statistics for each year since 1 July 2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health & Human Services (DHHS) does not keep and collate statistics regarding the children
who have spent time in residential care and are subsequently charged with a criminal offence. Both DHHS and the
Department of Justice are working on data linkages that will enable an understanding of the relationships between
these services.
Since becoming the Minister for Families and Children I have been a strong advocate for early intervention and
have sought to reduce the number of young children in residential care to ensure that wherever possible, children
have a positive, stable and nurturing home life, even if that cannot be with their own family.
The Government is determined that education will be a key strength for every Victorian child and a stabiliser for
our most vulnerable children. This is consistent with our vision to make Victoria the Education State.
A stable home life and education are often cited anecdotally as factors which have been missing or compromised in
the childhood experiences of many people who go on to spend time in our adult corrections system.
The Government is a strong supporter of measures that can disrupt the causal links between childhood
disadvantage and adult offending resulting in imprisonment. This is why we are shining a spotlight on the issues
facing children in residential care, to give those children the opportunities to overcome disadvantage and to become
strong, positive, contributing members of our community.

Families and children
1293.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Does the Department of Health and
Human Services keep and collate statistics that show the number of children who spend at least one
night in a Victorian residential care facility and subsequently spent at least one night in either a youth
justice detention facility, or an adult remand facility, or an adult prison, and, if so what are the statistics
since July 2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health & Human Services (DHHS) does not collect statistics that show the number of children
who spend at least one night in a residential care facility and subsequently spent time in a criminal justice facility.
Both DHHS and the Department of Justice are working on data linkages that will enable an understanding of the
relationships between these services.
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Since becoming the Minister for Families and Children I have been a strong advocate for early intervention and
have sought to reduce the number of young children in residential care to ensure that wherever possible, children
have a positive, stable and nurturing home life, even if that cannot be with their own family.
The Government is a strong supporter of measures that can disrupt the causal links between childhood
disadvantage and adult offending resulting in imprisonment. This is why we are shining a spotlight on the issues
facing children in residential care, to give those children the opportunities to overcome disadvantage and to become
strong, positive, contributing members of our community.
That is also why the Andrews Labor Government is focused on making Victoria the Education State and to provide
every young person with the opportunity to engage in education, work and the community.

Families and children
1294.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: Does the Department of Health and
Human Services keep and collate statistics that show the number of children who come into contact
with the Victorian criminal justice system (as either juvenile or adult defendants) and who spent at least
one night in either a Victorian residential care facility, foster care or kinship care, and, if so what are the
statistics since July 2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data relating to the characteristics of young offenders is available in the Youth Parole Board Annual Reports and
can be found on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Department of Health & Human Services does not collect statistics that show the number of children who
spent time in out of home care who come into contact with the adult justice system. Both DHHS and the
Department of Justice are working on data linkages that will enable an understanding of the relationships between
these services.
The Government is a strong supporter of measures that can disrupt the causal links between childhood
disadvantage and adult offending resulting in. imprisonment. This is why we are shining a spotlight on the issues
facing children in residential care, to give those children the opportunities to overcome disadvantage and to become
strong, positive, contributing members of our community.

Families and children
1300.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children in residential
care have had CCTV used in their bedrooms over the last 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department does not support the use of CCTV by community service organisations in residential homes.
The Program requirements for residential care in Victoria (April 2015) requires community service organisations to
provide a home-like environment to ensure children receive nurturing and a positive care experience. The use of
CCTV in children’s bedrooms is not consistent with the department’s expectations for homes to be a place where
children feel safe and supported.
In addition, in February 2015, the Government introduced spot audits for residential care units for the first time,
designed to ensure that the Department can enter a residential care unit at any time and make an independent
assessment of what may be happening as well as have discussions with the young people in those units.
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Families and children
1301.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many hours of direct-care
were provided by temporary agency staff in residential care units over the last 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care services are delivered by community service organisations and they employ the staff in accordance
with staffing requirements.
The Department of Health and Human Services does not maintain records on the hours worked by labour-hire staff.
These records are maintained by community service organisations that employ the staff.
Residential care services are delivered under the DHHS Standards and are monitored through the Quality and
Compliance audit process.
In addition, in February 2015, the Government introduced spot audits for residential care units for the first time.

Families and children
1302.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What are the annual turnover rates
of full-time residential care staff.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care services are delivered by community service organisations and they employ the staff in accordance
with staffing requirements.
All records relating to residential care staff are maintained by the community service organisations that employ the
staff.

Families and children
1303.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the percentage of
residential care staff who took part in training under the Residential Care Learning and Development
Strategy over the last 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Centre for Excellence in Child and Family Welfare (the Centre) maintains a record of attendance across the
training courses and professional development opportunities offered to residential care staff under the Residential
Care Learning and Development Strategy.
The Centre has advised that during 2014-15, there were approximately 2400 attendees at courses delivered as part
of the Residential Care Learning and Development Strategy.
This is not a unique count as residential care staff may attend multiple training opportunities throughout the year.
The Department does not hold data on the proportion of residential care staff that this represents. Residential care
services are delivered under the DHHS Standards and are monitored through the Quality and Compliance audit
process.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 October 2015

COUNCIL

3813

In addition, in February 2015, the Government introduced spot audits for residential care units for the first time.

Families and children
1304.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What was the number of youth
mental health first aid training places available to direct-care residential care staff in the 2014-15
financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Residential Care Learning and Development Strategy offers a training calendar for residential care staff that
includes the topics of Youth Mental Health First Aid and Advanced Youth Mental Health training. This training is
funded by the Department of Health & Human Services and offered to staff and management involved in the
delivery of residential care services.
The Mental Health First Aid training has been delivered as part of Residential Care Learning and Development
Strategy since 2008.
In 2014-15 there were approximately 132 youth mental health first aid training places available to direct-care
residential care staff and 66 training places available for the advanced youth mental health first aid training.

Families and children
1310.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: According to the most up to date
statistics, what is the number of children placed in residential care over ten kilometres away from their
home.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services does not collect statistics about the distance that children are placed
in residential care relative to their home.

Families and children
1311.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: According to the most up to date
statistics, what is the number of children placed in residential care over 25 kilometres from their home.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services does not collect statistics about the distance that children are placed
in residential care relative to their home.

Families and children
1312.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: According to the most up to date
statistics, what is the number of children placed in residential care over 50 kilometres from their home.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services does not collect statistics about the distance that children are placed
in residential care relative to their home.
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Families and children
1318.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children placed in the
Circle Program (for the duration of that program) have previously been in a residential care
placement —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

for at least one day;
for more than 6 months;
for more than 12 months;
for more than 24 months; and
for more than 36 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Circle Program provides a therapeutic approach to children living in foster care. The program provides an early
intervention option for children entering care for the first time.
In March 2015, the Government announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages which aim to move children
out of residential care and into home-based care. The priority is to move primary school age children and
Aboriginal children who are living in residential care into home-based care.

Families and children
1319.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children placed in the
TRACK Program (for the duration of that program) have previously been in a residential care
placement —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

for at least one day;
for more than 6 months;
for more than 12 months;
for more than 24 months; and
for more than 36 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department does not collect information on the length of time young people may have been in residential care
prior to entering a TrACK placement.
The TrACK (Treatment and Care for Kids) program, operating in the East Division, commenced in 2003 and is a
specialised home based care program which provides intensive therapeutic intervention for young people with a
range of complex needs and challenging behaviours.
In March 2015, the Government announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages which aim to move children
out of residential care and into home-based care. The priority is to move primary school age children and
Aboriginal children who are living in residential care into home-based care.

Families and children
1320.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the average annual
financial cost to the Department of Health and Human Services for providing a residential care
placement to a —
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6 year old child;
10-year-old child;
14-year-old child.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The financial cost for providing a residential care placement is based on the needs of the child, not the age of the
child.
In March, the Government announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages which aim to move children out of
residential care and into home-based care. The priority is to move primary school age children and Aboriginal
children who are living in residential care into home-based care.

Families and children
1322.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to out-of-home care,
how is the rate of the current base carer allowance calculated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The current base carer allowances are available on the Department of Health & Human Services website. The
different levels reflect the different costs associated with caring for children with complex support needs.
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $31.3 million over four years to carer allowances; the first increase in a decade.
My department has been working to find ways to streamline and simplify the care allowance system so that it can
be more easily understood by carers and agency and departmental staff. New increased payments are expected to
start from 1 January 2016.

Families and children
1323.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to out-of-home care,
what expenses does the current base carer allowance is supposed to cover.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Care Allowance is a fortnightly allowance paid to home based carers to contribute towards the day-to-day
costs associated with caring for a child or young person in home based care. The payment assists with the ordinary
costs of care, for example, food, fuel, household provisions, clothing, gifts, pocket money and entertainment.
The allowance level depends on the age of the child or young person in care and the child’s needs as assessed by
the department and the community service organisation. Care allowance payments are available to home-based
carers caring for children aged 0 to 18 years.
A fortnightly ‘new placement’ loading is paid to caregivers for the first six months of a new placement and is
intended to assist in meeting the immediate or ‘start-up’ costs of caring. The loading is applicable only to
home-based carers in receipt of the home based care general level allowance.
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $31.3 million over four years to carer allowances; the first increase in a decade.
My department has been working to find ways to streamline and simplify the care allowance system so that it can
be more easily understood by carers and agency and departmental staff. New increased payments are expected to
start from 1 January 2016.
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Families and children
1324.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to out-of-home care, has
there ever been a publicly available evaluation of the current kinship care model.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
An evaluation of Aboriginal Kinship Care Services was completed in 2013 under the former government. The
findings of the evaluation were not made public.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1325.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to out-of-home care, has
the current kinship care model ever been officially evaluated, and, if so, what are the details of the
evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
An evaluation of Aboriginal Kinship Care Services was completed in 2013 under the former government. The
findings of the evaluation were not made public.
A review of the kinship care model will commence in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1329.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What was the amount of funding
dedicated to training Department of Health and Human Services child protection staff in 2014-15.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The amount of funding dedicated to training Department of Health and Human Services child protection staff in
2014-2015 was $905 162.
This figure does not include the salary cost of the department’s internal trainers.

Families and children
1331.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children currently in
residential care see a therapist, psychologist, psychiatrist, or counsellor at least once a month.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information on the emotional or psychological support services being accessed by children in residential care is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
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The department is implementing a state-wide Health Assessment Initiative for children and young people in
residential care, and the Pathways to Good Health pilot project for all children and young people entering care, to
improve health outcomes and facilitate access to health professionals who can respond to the complexity of their
health needs.
The department also funds an intensive treatment service delivered by Berry Street Take Two which can be
accessed by children subject to child protection intervention.

Families and children
1332.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children currently in
foster care see a therapist, psychologist, psychiatrist, or counsellor at least once a month.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information on the emotional or psychological support services being accessed by children in residential care is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The department is implementing a state-wide Health Assessment Initiative for children and young people in
residential care, and the Pathways to Good Health pilot project for all children and young people entering care, to
improve health outcomes and facilitate access to health professionals who can respond to the complexity of their
health needs.
The department also funds an intensive treatment service delivered by Berry Street Take Two which can be
accessed by children subject to child protection intervention.

Families and children
1333.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children currently in
kinship care see a therapist, psychologist, psychiatrist, or counsellor at least once a month.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information on the emotional or psychological support services being accessed by children in residential care is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The department is implementing a state-wide Health Assessment Initiative for children and young people in
residential care, and the Pathways to Good Health pilot project for all children and young people entering care, to
improve health outcomes and facilitate access to health professionals who can respond to the complexity of their
health needs.
The department also funds an intensive treatment service delivered by Berry Street Take Two which can be
accessed by children subject to child protection intervention.

Families and children
1335.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children currently in
foster care have a therapeutic specialist officially assigned to their case.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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There were 80 children in placements designated as therapeutic foster care placements on 31 August 2015.
Information on the emotional or psychological support services being accessed by children in other foster care
placements is contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to
provide this information.
In March 2015, the Government announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages which aim to move children
out of residential care and into home-based care. The priority is to move primary school age children and
Aboriginal children who are living in residential care into home-based care.
The department is implementing a state-wide Health Assessment Initiative for children and young people in
residential care, and the Pathways to Good Health pilot project for all children and young people entering care, to
improve health outcomes and facilitate access to health professionals who can respond to the complexity of their
health needs.
The department also funds an intensive treatment service delivered by Berry Street Take Two which can be
accessed by children subject to child protection intervention.

Families and children
1336.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many children currently in
kinship care have a therapeutic specialist officially assigned to their case.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information on the emotional or psychological support services being accessed by children in residential care is
contained in individual client records. A manual review of every client record would be required to provide this
information.
The department is implementing a state-wide Health Assessment Initiative for children and young people in
residential care, and the Pathways to Good Health pilot project for all children and young people entering care, to
improve health outcomes and facilitate access to health professionals who can respond to the complexity of their
health needs.
The department also funds an intensive treatment service delivered by Berry Street Take Two which can be
accessed by children subject to child protection intervention.

Families and children
1346.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the process for deciding
whether a child should move into residential care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All decisions relating to where a child is placed must be made in the best interests of the child. I regard residential
care as a placement of last resort.
The Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that if a child is to be removed from the care of his or her
parents, that consideration is to be given first to the child being placed with an appropriate family member or other
appropriate person significant to the child, before any other placement option is considered.
Child Protection and Placement and Support teams collaborate with out-of-home care providers to facilitate the
best available and appropriate placement option to meet a child’s needs.
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Factors considered in identifying the best placement option include the child’s age, gender, culture, behaviour,
community and individual care needs.
In March 2015, the Government announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages which aim to move children
out of residential care and into home-based care. The priority is to move primary school age children and
Aboriginal children who are living in residential care into home-based care.

Families and children
1347.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the process for deciding
whether a child should move from one residential care unit to another.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The decision to move a child from one residential care unit to another is based on the best interests of the child and
the availability and appropriateness of a placement option.
The Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 states that if a child is to be removed from the care of his or her
parents, that consideration is to be given first to the child being placed with an appropriate family member or other
appropriate person significant to the child, before any other placement option is considered.
Child Protection and Placement and Support teams collaborate with out-of-home care providers to facilitate the
best available placement options.
Factors considered in identifying the best placement option include the child’s age, gender, behaviour, culture,
community and individual care needs.
In March 2015, the Government announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages which aim to move children
out of residential care and into home-based care. The priority is to move primary school age children and
Aboriginal children who are living in residential care into home-based care.

Families and children
1352.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the percentage of
direct-care, residential care staff who have completed mental health first aid training.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Residential Care Learning and Development Strategy offers a training calendar for residential care staff that
includes the topics of Youth Mental Health First Aid and Advanced Youth Mental Health training. This training is
funded by the Department of Health & Human Services and offered to staff and management involved in the
delivery of residential care services.
The Mental Health First Aid training is voluntary. It has been delivered as part of the Residential Care Learning
and Development Strategy since 2008.
In 2014-15, approximately 60 residential care staff participated in Youth Mental Health First Aid and a further 60
participating in Advanced Youth Mental Health training.

Families and children
1353.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the percentage of children
currently in residential care who have been named in a quality of care investigation.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– The quality of care process guides the Department of Health & Human Services’ response to allegations about
the quality of care a child receives in out-of-home care placements.
– In 2013-14, there were 542 new quality of care cases investigated in relation to quality of care concerns in
out-of-home care including residential care, foster care, kinship care and lead tenant placements.
– Figures for 2014-15 will be available in the Department of Health & Human Services annual report.
– Quality of care concerns can range from minor quality issues through to possible physical or sexual abuse. All
reports are treated seriously from the outset of the process and the best interests of the child or young person are
considered paramount.
– All cases under investigation are carefully monitored to ensure the safety of children. This may involve
removing the child from placement, negotiating the removal of the alleged perpetrator or, where the alleged
perpetrator does not live in the placement, making arrangements for the child to have no further contact with
them.
– Work is underway to review the policy, process and structures for responding to and managing quality of care
concerns.

Families and children
1360.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to out-of-home care,
does the Department of Health and Human Services have a policy that requires staff rooms and areas in
residential units to be secured from access by children.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department does not have a policy that requires staff rooms and areas in residential units to be secured from
access by children.
The Program requirements for residential care in Victoria (April 2015) requires community service organisations to
provide a home-like environment to ensure children receive nurturing and positive care experiences. Locking of
staff rooms and areas is not consistent with the department’s expectations for homes to be a place where children
feel safe and supported. In some circumstances, for example, under workplace health and safety or privacy
requirements, access to areas, such as client files, may need to be secured.
In addition, in February 2015, the Government introduced spot audits for residential care units for the first time,
designed to ensure that the Department can enter a residential care unit at any time and make an independent
assessment of what may be happening as well as have discussions with the young people in those units.

Families and children
1361.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to out-of-home care,
how many residential care units are equipped with electrical fuse boxes that allow staff to isolate
electricity in each individual bedroom.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The department does not collect information from community service organisations on the composition of
electrical systems within their facilities.
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The Program requirements for residential care in Victoria (April 2015) requires community service organisations to
provide a home-like environment to ensure children receive nurturing and a positive care experience. Isolating the
use of electricity in an individual bedroom is not consistent with the department’s expectations for homes to be a
place where children feel safe and supported.
The department works with funded residential care service providers to ensure that practices in residential homes
do not punish or restrict children and young people.
In addition, in February 2015, the Government introduced spot audits for residential care units for the first time,
designed to ensure that the Department can enter a residential care unit at any time and make an independent
assessment of what may be happening as well as have discussions with the young people in those units.

Families and children
1362.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What percentage of staffing hours
were filled by labour-hire staff in residential care units during 2014-15.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care services are delivered by community service organisations and they employ the staff in accordance
with staffing requirements.
The Department of Health and Human Services does not maintain records on the hours worked by labour-hire staff.
These records are maintained by community service organisations that employ the staff.
Residential care services are delivered under the DHHS Standards and are monitored through the Quality and
Compliance audit process.
In addition, in February 2015, the Government introduced spot audits for residential care units for the first time.

Families and children
1364.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What qualifications and certificates
are required of staff before they are authorised to work in residential care units.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Residential care workers receive training so they are equipped to deal with complex behavioural issues. The
residential care program requirements note a preference for staff to hold a Certificate IV in Child, Youth and
Family Intervention (Residential and Out of Home Care).
There has been $3 million allocated over two years for the Department of Health and Human Services to enhance
the professional skills and capabilities of all residential care staff.
This initiative includes the development of a future capability framework, including consideration of the
introduction of a minimum qualification; and the development of a coaching program which comprises of training,
coaching and case consultation to embed theory into practice.

Families and children
2018.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Ministerial Advisory
Committees and Councils: On what date has the Ministerial Council for Volunteers met since
December 2014.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3822

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 October 2015

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The establishment of the Ministerial Council for Volunteers and the appointment of Ms Gabrielle Williams MP as
Chair of the Council were announced on 30 July 2015.
Since this time the process to select members for the Ministerial Council for Volunteers has been progressed with a
public expression of interest advertising campaign and nomination by my portfolio colleagues.
The finalisation of the selection process is currently underway and I am informed that the first meeting is planned
for later this year.

Corrections
2091.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of prisoners held in the Victorian male prison system for —
(1)
(2)

31 August 2015–6 September 2015; and
7 September 2015–13 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that: Please refer to the response to Question LC1239 (copy attached).
[Question 1239 answered on 6 October 2015. Hansard reference: page 3799.]

Corrections
2092.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of prisoners held in the Victorian female prison system for —
(1)
(2)

31 August 2015–6 September 2015; and
7 September 2015–13 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that: Please refer to the response to Question LC1240 (copy attached).
[Question 1240 answered on 6 October 2015. Hansard reference: page 3800.]

Corrections
2093.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of male prisoners held in police cells in Victoria at 7am for —
(1)
(2)

31 August 2015–6 September 2015; and
7 September 2015–13 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that: Please refer to the response to Question LC1241 (copy attached).
[Question 1241 answered on 6 October 2015. Hansard reference: page 3800.]
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Corrections
2094.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
What are the weekly figures of female prisoners held in police cells in Victoria at 7am for —
(1)
(2)

31 August 2015–6 September 2015; and
7 September 2015–13 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that: Please refer to the response to Question LC1242 (copy attached).
[Question 1242 answered on 6 October 2015. Hansard reference: page 3800.]

Corrections
2095.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Corrections):
How many parole orders were current during the week of —
(1)
(2)

31 August 2015–6 September 2015; and
7 September 2015–13 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that: Please refer to the response to Question LC1243 (copy attached).
[Question 1243 answered on 6 October 2015. Hansard reference: page 3800.]
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

Thursday, 8 October 2015
Special Minister of State
455.

MRS PEULICH — to ask the Special Minister of State: What is the total number of department staff
seconded to the Minister’s private office and what are their position titles as at 23 February 2015.

ANSWER:
The employment of staff in the Minister’s private office is undertaken in accordance with the guidelines set out in
the Public Administration Act 2004.
Departmental staff are on occasion seconded to assist Ministers and their offices with departmental liaison and
administrative functions. The position titles of these staff reflect these roles.
[Question 455 reinstated by order of President on 2 September 2015. Hansard reference to original answer:
17 March 2015, page 832.]

Agriculture
1097.

MS PENNICUIK — to ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to glue traps in Victoria:
(1)
(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)

How many proceedings since 2010 have been instituted for illegal sale of glue traps against sellers
of glue traps under section 15 of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
How many proceedings since 2010 have been instituted for illegal use, by commercial pest
controllers or otherwise, of glue traps under section 15AB of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act 1986.
How many complaints since 2010 have been made under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act 1986 in relation to the alleged illegal use or sale of glue traps.
How many complaints relating to alleged illegal use or sale of glue traps have been investigated
since 2010 by an inspector authorised under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
Is the extension made by the former Minister for Agriculture in 2010 to extend the right of
commercial pest controllers to use glue traps in commercial food manufacturing premises still in
operation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There have been no court proceedings since 2010 instituted for illegal sale or use of glue traps under the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
There have been 41 complaints since 2010 made under the Act in relation to the alleged illegal sale of glue traps.
All of these have been investigated by the RSPCA Inspectorate, and have been resolved through notices to comply,
verbal advice or warnings. In some cases, the investigation revealed no offence.
Commercial pest controllers are still permitted to use glue traps in commercial food manufacturing premises.
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Education
1126.

MRS PEULICH — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): What
was the total cost for public transport tickets allocated to staff employed in the Minister’s office between
the period 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There has been no cost for public transport tickets allocated to staff employed in the Minister’s office between the
period 1 December 2014 and 31 August 2015.

Families and children
1265.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
permanent care–activity number 31138: How many permanent care orders were finalised during the
March 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of permanent care orders made is published in the Children’s Court of Victoria annual report.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
The Victorian Budget 2015-16 provided $11.8 million to provide improved support to transition children who
cannot return to their parents into permanent care. Access to flexible funding for permanent carers is being
introduced to achieve better permanency outcomes for children.

Families and children
1266.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
permanent care–activity number 31138: How many permanent care orders were finalised during the
June 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of permanent care orders made is published in the Children’s Court of Victoria annual report.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
The Victorian Budget 2015-16 provided $11.8 million to provide improved support to transition children who
cannot return to their parents into permanent care. Access to flexible funding for permanent carers is being
introduced to achieve better permanency outcomes for children.
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Families and children
1267.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
kinship care–activity number 31202: How many children and young people were placed in out-of-home
care during December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The daily average number of children and young people in out of home care by placement type, including kinship
care, is provided on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1268.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
kinship care–activity number 31202: How many children and young people were placed in out-of-home
care during January 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The daily average number of children and young people in out of home care by placement type, including kinship
care, is provided on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1269.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
kinship care–activity number 31202: How many children and young people were placed in out-of-home
care during February 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The daily average number of children and young people in out of home care by placement type, including kinship
care, is provided on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
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with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1270.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
kinship care–activity number 31202: How many children and young people were placed in out-of-home
care during March 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The daily average number of children and young people in out of home care by placement type, including kinship
care, is provided on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1271.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
kinship care–activity number 31202: How many children and young people were placed in out-of-home
care during April 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The daily average number of children and young people in out of home care by placement type, including kinship
care, is provided on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live.in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1272.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
kinship care–activity number 31202: How many children and young people were placed in out-of-home
care during May 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The daily average number of children and young people in out of home care by placement type, including kinship
care, is provided on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Families and children
1273.

MS CROZIER — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to home based care–
kinship care–activity number 31202: How many children and young people were placed in out-of-home
care during June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The daily average number of children and young people in out of home care by placement type, including kinship
care, is provided on the Department of Health & Human Services website.
The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children, this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who cannot live safely with their families, the Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
A review of the kinship care model commenced in mid-September 2015. It will provide valuable information to
this government about the efficacy of the model and make recommendations to strengthen service delivery.

Education
1275.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
In relation to the capital funding in the 2015-16 Budget for Monterey Secondary College —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many new classrooms will be provided with this funding.
How many existing classrooms will be removed or demolished as a result of this project.
Will the remaining expenditure commitment of $3.278 million be provided to Monterey
Secondary College in the 2016-17 Budget.
When will project works associated with this commitment be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Andrews Labor Government. The
Government has used its first Education State Budget to allocate $730 million to build, upgrade and maintain
school infrastructure across the state to repair the damage done by four years of under-investment by the former
government.
I am pleased to confirm that, as part of this funding, Monterey Secondary College was allocated $4 million for
school upgrade works.
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The funding provided in the 2015-16 State Budget has been aligned to initial project planning, and additional funds
will be cash-flowed across subsequent years. The Government has been clear that all election commitments will be
fully resourced during its term of office.
I am advised that Monterey Secondary College is in the early planning stages of its capital project. The Department
anticipates completion within 12 to 18 months once construction commences.
The Government’s priority is to ensure that all schools get the best possible long-term outcome from their capital
works projects, and this is why careful planning at this stage is so important.

Education
1276.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
In relation to the capital funding in the 2015-16 Budget for Seaford Park Primary School —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many new classrooms will be provided with this funding.
How many existing classrooms will be removed or demolished as a result of this project.
Will the remaining expenditure commitment of $2.459 million be provided to Seaford Park
Primary School in the 2016-17 Budget.
When will project works associated with this commitment be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Andrew Labor Government. The Government
has used its first Education State Budget to allocate $730 million to build, upgrade and maintain school
infrastructure across the state to repair the damage done by four years of under-investment by the former
government.
I am pleased to confirm that, as part of this funding, the Government has committed $3 million to Seaford Park
Primary School to replace relocatable buildings with new facilities.
The funding provided in the 2015-16 State Budget is aligned to the stages of the capital works project, with
remaining funding cash-flowed across later years. The Government has been clear that all election commitments
will be fully funded during their term in office.
I am advised that consultation and planning for these works is in initial stages, and plans and costings will be
developed to establish the project scope.
The Government’s priority is to ensure that all schools get the best possible long-term outcome from their capital
works projects, and that is why careful planning and consultation is crucial at this stage.

Education
1277.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
In relation to Labor’s $500 000 capital funding commitment for Parkdale Primary School —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many new classrooms will be provided with this funding.
How many existing classrooms will be removed or demolished as a result of this project.
How much of the $500 000 funding commitment will be provided to Parkdale Primary School for
works completed in 2015-16.
When will project works associated with this commitment be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in school infrastructure and has allocated
$730 million in the 2015-16 Budget to build, upgrade and maintain school assets across the state. This funding
represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State and repairing the damage done by four years of
under-investment by the previous government. When the capital budget is cut by more than half, it has a
devastating impact on schools.
I am pleased to confirm that, as part of this unprecedented level of investment, the Andrews Labor Government has
allocated $500 000 to Parkdale Primary School for school refurbishments.
I am advised that the project is in the early planning stages, and that the design is currently being developed.
The Department of Education and Training has estimated that $452 000 will be provided to Parkdale Primary
School in 2015-16, with the remaining balance of funds to be provided in a future budget.
The Government’s priority is to ensure that all schools get the best possible long-term outcome from their capital
works projects and that is why careful planning at this stage is so important.

Education
1278.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
In relation to Labor’s $800 000 capital funding commitment for Frankston Primary School —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many new classrooms will be provided with this funding.
How many existing classrooms will be removed as a result of this project.
How much of the $800 000 funding commitment will be provided to Frankston Primary School
for works completed in 2015-16.
When will project works associated with this commitment be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Andrew Labor Government. The Government
has used its first Education State Budget to allocate $730 million to build, upgrade and maintain school
infrastructure across the state to repair the damage done by four years of under-investment by the former
government.
I am pleased to confirm that, as part of this funding, Frankston Primary School was allocated $800 000 for school
refurbishments.
I am advised that this project is in the planning stage, and the design has not yet been finalised. I am advised that
consultation between the school and the architect is in initial stages and plans are currently being developed to
establish the project scope. Given that construction is occurring within existing buildings, the time frame for
completion will be contingent on a staging program suitable for the school.
The Government’s priority is to ensure that all schools get the best possible long-term outcome from capital works
projects, which is why careful planning and consulting is crucial at this stage.

Families and children
1330.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many Department of Health
and Human Services child protection staff were employed in 2014-15.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3832

COUNCIL

Thursday, 8 October 2015

The total number of Child Protection Practitioner classified staff employed at 30 June 2015 was 1537.
The 2015-16 State Budget resources an additional 148.8 FTE workers in child protection to meet the impact of
10 000 additional reports forecast for 2015-16-the largest ever single increase to the number of child protection
positions.
These significant improvements will give the Department of Health and Human Services a greater capacity to
respond to the increasing number of children being reported to child protection, to investigate reports where
required and to provide longer term intervention and support where necessary.
As part of these additional child protection practitioners, more than 19 additional child protection practitioners have
been provided to extend the after-hours service. For the first time in Victoria, the after-hours outreach service will
be rolled out state-wide to service the state’s rural and regional areas, such as the Goulburn, Ovens-Murray, Mallee
and East Gippsland.
An additional four specialised child protection workers will also target the sexual exploitation of children in state
care.

Police
2100.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to the ‘Reclaim Australia’ rallies on both Saturday 4 April 2015 and Saturday 18 July 2015 in
Melbourne: What directives (if any) were issued by Victoria Police Command to Victoria Police
officers attending the rally or assigned to the rally regarding use of their discretion to arrest participants
under section 25 of the Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police advises that as part of the Supervisors Briefing Pack, supervisors were made aware of the Racial
and Religious Tolerance Act 2001.

Police
2101.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to the ‘Reclaim Australia’ rallies on both Saturday 4 April 2015 and Saturday 18 July 2015 in
Melbourne: Were any individuals warned by Victoria Police for possible breaches of section 25 of the
Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001. If so, how many.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police advises that no individuals were warned.

Police
2102.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to the ‘Reclaim Australia’ rallies on both Saturday 4 April 2015 and Saturday 18 July 2015 in
Melbourne: Were any individuals arrested by Victoria Police for possible breaches of section 25 of the
Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001. If so, how many.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police advises that no individuals were arrested.
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Police
2103.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to the ‘Reclaim Australia’ rallies on both Saturday 4 April 2015 and Saturday 18 July 2015 in
Melbourne: Were any individuals charged by Victoria Police for possible breaches of section 25 of the
Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001. If so, how many.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police advises that no individuals were charged.

Police
2104.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to the ‘Reclaim Australia’ rallies on both Saturday 4 April 2015 and Saturday 18 July 2015 in
Melbourne: Have there been, or will there be, any investigations, either by Victoria Police or any other
Victorian government agency or any other body, into the use of chemical weapons against protesters,
including a pregnant member of the Melbourne Street Medic Collective on 18 July 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police advises complaints have been received in relation to the use of Oleoresin Capsicum (OC) aerosols
and are being investigated by an independent Victoria Police officer, oversighted by the Professional Standards
Command.

Police
2105.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to the ‘Reclaim Australia’ rallies on both Saturday 4 April 2015 and Saturday 18 July 2015 in
Melbourne: Have there been, or will there be, any investigations, either by Victoria Police or any
Victorian government agency or any other body, into the apparent “high-five” between an officer of
Victoria Police and a member of the extreme-right United Patriots Front on 18 July 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police advises that complaints made in relation to a “high-five” hand gesture between a member of
Victoria Police and a rally attendee on 18 July 2015 are being investigated by an independent Victoria Police
officer, oversighted by the Professional Standards Command.

Police
2106.

MS SPRINGLE — to ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In relation
to the ‘Reclaim Australia’ rallies on both Saturday 4 April 2015 and Saturday 18 July 2015 in
Melbourne: Will any report of any investigation into the use of chemical weapons against protesters and
the apparent “high-five” between an officer of Victoria Police and a member of the United Patriots
Front be made public. If so, how and when will the results of the investigation be made public. If not,
why won’t the results of the investigations be made public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Victoria Police advises that outcomes of Professional Standards Command files are conveyed to the complainants
and the officers, who are the subject of the complaints, after the files have been investigated and reviewed.
Professional Standards Command files are confidential and the results are not normally made public.
Persons interested in obtaining the outcomes could make a Freedom of Information (FOI) application which would
be considered under standard FOI guidelines.
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Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Bill 2015, 3506, 3507, 3508, 3509, 3510, 3514, 3515, 3517,
3519, 3520, 3521, 3522
Members statements
World Sight Day, 3470
Points of order, 3416, 3420, 3469, 3490
Questions without notice
Automotive industry, 3416, 3417
Public holidays, 3416

Electoral Matters Committee
Reference, 3437
Electorate office staff, 3442
Members statements
Hawthorn Football Club, 3471
Multicultural affairs grants, 3471
Points of order, 3324, 3326, 3331, 3421, 3447
Questions without notice
Multicultural affairs grants, 3417
Trade union training programs, 3325, 3326
Statements on reports and papers
Victorian small business commissioner: report 2014–15, 3449
Warrnambool–Geelong rail services, 3426

PATTEN, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)

Bills

Condolences

Criminal Organisations Control Amendment (Unlawful
Associations) Bill 2015, 3532

Vernon Thomas Hauser, 3323

MEMBERS INDEX
vi

COUNCIL

Questions without notice
Written responses, 3331, 3495

Questions without notice
School buses, 3330

Rulings, 3323, 3324, 3325, 3326, 3327, 3328, 3331, 3416, 3418,
3420, 3421, 3462, 3469, 3489, 3490, 3496

Warrnambool–Geelong rail services, 3409

Rulings by the Chair

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)

Questions on notice, 3554
Questions without notice written responses, 3554
Voting procedures, 3465
PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development)
Adjournment
Aitken College, 3386
Autism Health & Well Being Expo, 3386
Invest Gippsland, 3386
Irrigation sector, 3386
Kangaroo control, 3386
Kingston green wedge, 3386
Koroit and District Primary School, 3385
Magpie Nest housing program, 3386
Manningham bus services, 3386
Marine search and rescue services, 3385
Multicultural Aged Care Services, 3385
Oberon High School, 3386
Point Cook police station, 3385
Police station security, 3386
Racecourse Road–Princes Highway, Pakenham, 3386
Truck curfews, 3386
Wodonga radiotherapy services, 3386
Ministers statements
Recreational fishing grants, 3392
Questions without notice
Electorate office staff, 3324
PrimeSafe board, 3326, 3328
Stronger Country Bridges program, 3490, 3491
Timber industry, 3414, 3415, 3492, 3493
Warrnambool–Geelong rail services, 3405
Written responses to questions without notice
Electorate office staff, 3388
PrimeSafe board, 3464

Adjournment
Multicultural Aged Care Services, 3380
Murray Basin rail project, 3459
Stronger Country Bridges program, 3556
Bills
Energy Legislation Amendment (Consumer Protection) Bill 2015,
3360
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 3332, 3421, 3497
Members statements
Climatic conditions, 3339
Questions without notice
Electorate office staff, 3325
Water policy, 3491
Rulings, 3552
Statements on reports and papers
Victorian small business commissioner: report 2014–15, 3453
Warrnambool–Geelong rail services, 3402, 3427
RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Small business innovation programs, 3456
Bills
Criminal Organisations Control Amendment (Unlawful
Associations) Bill 2015, 3526
Electoral Matters Committee
Reference, 3436
Questions without notice
Infrastructure Victoria board, 3488
Port of Melbourne lease, 3419
SHING, Ms (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment

PURCELL, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Dairy industry, 3555
Western Victoria Region tourism, 3458
Members statements
Koroit Football Netball Club, 3340

Invest Gippsland, 3381
Morwell tech school, 3457
School asbestos removal, 3555
Bills
Criminal Organisations Control Amendment (Unlawful
Associations) Bill 2015, 3535
Members statements
Bushfire preparedness, 3471

MEMBERS INDEX
COUNCIL
SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)

Rulings, 3430

Electoral Matters Committee

Statements on reports and papers

Reference, 3433

vii

Auditor-General: Regional Growth Fund — Outcomes and
Learnings, 3452

SPRINGLE, Ms (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Magpie Nest housing program, 3383
Members statements
Multiculturalism, 3338
Questions without notice
LOOKOUT education support centres, 3327, 3328, 3329
SYMES, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Accountability and Oversight Committee
Victorian oversight agencies 2013–14, 3466
Adjournment
Drought assistance, 3459
Wodonga radiotherapy services, 3383
Bills
Racing Amendment Bill 2015, 3347
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Bill 2015, 3374
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015, 3478
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 3496
Members statements
Benalla Saints Sports Club, 3339
Bushfires, 3339
Warrnambool–Geelong rail services, 3424
TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria) (The Deputy President)
Adjournment
Oberon High School, 3382
Warrnambool ministerial visit, 3456
Bills
Energy Legislation Amendment (Consumer Protection) Bill 2015,
3362
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Bill 2015, 3369
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 3422
Members statements
Aboriginal flag, 3337
Aunty Marlene Gilson, 3337
Mobile Black Spot program, 3394

WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Public holidays, 3458
Bills
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Bill 2015, 3364, 3500, 3501, 3502, 3503, 3504, 3505, 3512,
3513, 3514, 3515, 3516, 3517, 3518, 3519, 3520, 3522, 3523,
3524, 3525
Business of the house
General business, 3335
Members statements
Government performance, 3336
Petitions
Grand Final Friday, 3389
Points of order, 3325
Questions without notice
Bushfire preparedness, 3415, 3416
YOUNG, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Kangaroo control, 3384
Questions without notice
Environmental watering, 3494

