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Tuesday, 20 October 2015
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.05 p.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
on behalf of the Victorian state Parliament 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.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — As a
courtesy to the house I inform the chamber that my
colleague Ms Pulford, the Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development, will not be in
attendance in Parliament this week. I will take
questions on her behalf.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 13 October
to:
Criminal Organisations Control Amendment
(Unlawful Associations) Act 2015
Energy Legislation Amendment (Consumer
Protection) Act 2015
Racing Amendment Act 2015
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife
to Patient Ratios) Act 2015
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) and Other Acts Amendment
Act 2015.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Melbourne Metro rail project
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government. Can the
minister guarantee that no further Victorians will have
their homes or businesses compulsorily acquired for the
Melbourne Metro rail project, apart from what has been
announced today?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question. To my
knowledge the requirements for the metro rail project,
which this government is very proud to develop and get
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underway — we have committed significant funding in
the forward estimates to support this project — have
been subject to careful planning and consideration for
what will be two 9-kilometre tunnels being added to the
capacity of the Victorian metropolitan rail system and
will lead to five new stations been developed.
Within the configurations of those 9 kilometres of
tunnels and five stations that have been allocated, my
ministerial colleague the Minister for Public Transport
today has indicated that, on the basis of the advice we
have received on the scope of the project, 44 buildings
are required to be obtained to secure that development.
Whilst there are 94 titles within those buildings, 44 is
the total we anticipate need to be procured to enable the
development to occur. That includes nine houses in
South Kensington, five in South Yarra and an
apartment building in the CBD with 49 apartments.
Ms Wooldridge — There won’t be any more? Is
that it?
Mr JENNINGS — I think I have said already, in
response to interjections, on two occasions that the
government has been advised on the scope of
procurement that is required to complete the project. On
the basis of the design that has been completed and on
the advice that we have obtained from the project
managers and the engineers, we believe, with a high
degree of confidence, that that will be the limit of
buildings that are required.
Can I go the last stage and say ‘guarantee’? That is a
pretty moot point. It may be something that the
opposition may want to trade on, but what I can say to
you is that it is the intention of the government to
secure 44 buildings, as has been identified by my
colleague the Minister for Public Transport today. We
will stand by our confidence that that will enable us to
proceed with this very important project, which will see
an additional 20 000 passengers per hour travel through
the metropolitan rail system in the years to come.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the Leader of the Government for his response.
Certainly he has received advice that they do not expect
there to be further compulsory acquisitions, but that
was very qualified in the context of the advice he has
received. Given that there has been no business case yet
completed and no environment effects statement yet
completed and that we did not have any commitment
earlier in the day from the Minister for Public
Transport, if there were to be further advice and further
analysis in relation to the Melbourne Metro project that
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there may be a second round of compulsory
acquisitions required, could the minister outline when
in the process that could likely occur?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister,
Mr Jennings — —
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — For
the benefit of those who are actually recording this for
Hansard, for prosperity, the President seemed to me to
be equivocating about whether he was going to allow
this question to come through on the basis of being
riddled with hypotheticals. Given that it is riddled with
hypotheticals and given the equivocation by the
President, I think it would be wise for me to respond to
his body language by saying that we will deal with
hypothetical situations if and when they arise.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I shall be very
circumspect about my body language going forward.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. With the announcement of
29 commercial buildings being compulsorily acquired
for Melbourne Metro, what role did he as small
business minister or his agency Small Business Victoria
play in advocating on behalf of the small businesses in
those buildings, some of which have been running on
the same sites for 30 years?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Thank you, President, for the
opportunity to correct the member in his statement,
because in fact — not that I wish to show the
opposition member up — it is 31 commercial
properties, not 29. I am happy to help the member with
his schoolwork so that the next time he asks a question
it is actually appropriate. In fact it is commercial
buildings affecting 31 properties. Unfortunately the
opposition member has already got the facts wrong in
his question. The very point of Melbourne Metro is to
assist people moving around their business in
Melbourne to either get from one business — —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, in
relation to relevance. I am in fact looking at the
government’s own copy from Melbourne Metro rail
that says 29 commercial buildings and 31 titles.
Twenty-nine commercial buildings — while you were
busy connecting me, you were wrong. You were wrong
while you were busy correcting me. Failed again.
Honourable members interjecting.

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

The PRESIDENT — Order! As I am sure
Mr Ondarchie knows, and the stickler would certainly
know, there is no point of order. Mr Ondarchie took an
opportunity to try to correct the minister on a point of
fact, but that might well be a matter of debate or indeed
a matter that would have been appropriately taken up in
a supplementary question. It certainly was not a point of
order as such.
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I was actually on the
point of saying when the opposition member
embarrassed himself yet again was the fact remains that
Melbourne Metro is going to assist people getting from
one business to another, it is going to assist small
businesses in having staff being attracted to their
opportunities and businesses, and in relation to any
acquisition process, that is in fact up to the minister for
transport to undertake.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
will not try to correct the minister’s inaccuracies again,
but I will just ask him a supplementary. One business in
the Port Phillip Arcade this morning told radio 3AW:
… there was no mention the arcade would be going. Thought
we’d have to live through a mess; had no idea we’d lose our
whole business.

I ask: what compensation arrangements has the
government got in place for these small businesses and
tenants?
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President, in
relation to the supplementary question, it very much
went to the application of compensation and, as I
indicated in the substantive answer, the acquisition of
properties and compensation is a matter for the Minister
for Public Transport.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order
raised by Mr Dalidakis, I concur. The fact is that the
supplementary question does canvass quite different
material to the substantive question and in fact does
involve another minister in terms of jurisdiction. I will
give Mr Ondarchie an opportunity to rephrase his
question or to put a supplementary question that is
apposite to the substantive question, but in relation to
the one that has been put to the minister I agree with
and uphold the point of order that it was not apposite to
the substantive question.
Mr ONDARCHIE — My supplementary question
is to the minister for small business. A business in the
Port Phillip Arcade this morning told radio 3AW:
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… there was no mention the arcade would be going. Thought
we’d have to live through a mess; had no idea we’d lose our
whole business.

I ask: will the minister in his capacity as minister for
small business advocate or has he been advocating for
these small businesses with his parliamentary
colleague?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — In relation to the portfolio of
small business, I always advocate on behalf of small
businesses across the state.
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Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Leader of the Government. I refer to
the Melbourne Metro community information session
held at the Punthill hotel opposite the South Yarra
railway station on Wednesday, 30 September. Officials
at the session would not rule out, and certainly left open
the prospect, that Fawkner Park would be used for truck
and equipment storage and the placement of tunnel
spoil. Will the minister rule out any adverse impact on
precious Fawkner Park by the Labor government’s
Melbourne Metro project?

Melbourne Metro rail project
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Leader of the Government,
representing the Premier. Can the minister detail why
the government has ordered, at a cost of more than
$100 000, consultants Turner & Townsend Pty Ltd to
conduct an urgent review of the cost and deliverability
of the Melbourne Metro rail project?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for her question. Under many
circumstances, if not most, I have at my disposal some
information that can assist me in providing an answer
which is apposite and provides some degree of detail.
In this matter I cannot. I will take advice about the
nature of that consultancy and the circumstances by
which it has been procured.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the leader for both his honesty and his
commitment to respond to the question. Can I ask then
that his response also include, given that this advice is
due back to the government by the next sitting week —
the expiry data of the contract is 10 November 2015 —
will the government publicly release the findings from
this consultant?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Wooldridge for the question. It is a bit hard,
given that I do not know the scope of what the
consultancy deals with — whether it deals with
tendering, procuring, engineering or whatever the
discipline that is brought to bear by this consultancy —
so it would be a bit premature for me to give guarantees
about at what stage, if at all, it will be released in the
public domain. I will certainly take advice on that, and
when I provide an answer to the chamber I will then
incorporate my expectation of whether it is to be
released publicly.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Davis for his question. I think it is a
reasonable concern to make sure that the amenity of
any of Melbourne’s suburbs is protected and that the
government can enhance the amenity of the city.
Certainly Fawkner Park is an important part of the city,
and I know it is a very popular location in terms of the
diversity of recreational, sporting and other activities
that are undertaken in that community park.
In terms of the scoping of the project as announced by
my colleague today, there could be a broad
interpretation of Mr Davis’s question, even though he
asked about what might be construction elements in
Fawkner Park. A broad reading of his question could
mean: have any properties been identified in the area
adjacent to Fawkner Park? The answer is that yes, there
will be some properties that are procured, and they are
described in the South Yarra properties list that I
referred to in my first substantive answer today. There
will be some properties procured, and there will also be
the requirement for some work staging, as I believe, to
occur in Fawkner Park. I certainly know that within the
construction and engineering phase of the proposal
there may be some impact upon local amenity for some
time during the course of construction. The scope of
that, I am certain, will be reduced to the minimum
footprint and the minimum degree of dislocation for the
community.
I am absolutely confident that the people who are
undertaking that work on behalf of the government and
on behalf of the Minister for Public Transport will
ensure that they minimise the degree of dislocation and
inconvenience to the Victorian community. That is one
of the reasons there have been announcements made
about the way the project will be scoped and
undertaken. In fact I think there is overwhelming good
news, given the speculation that has been around about
the number of properties that may have needed to be
secured. There is a minimal number of properties that
need to be secured, notwithstanding the difficulty that
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may create for individual landholders and businesses. I
do not underestimate that at all, but the government has,
by design, tried to minimise that disruption and
dislocation. That certainly will be the way this project is
managed from here on in.
Supplementary question
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his answer and for essentially confirming
that staging, whatever that might exactly mean, will
occur at Fawkner Park and that the government will
seek, as he says, to minimise the impact on Fawkner
Park. I note also that South Yarra residents will lose
two train lines, have Fawkner Park at risk of being
trashed and receive no underground station as part of
the government’s proposal. It was confirmed today that
at least five residences will be compulsorily acquired,
and I therefore ask the minister: how many commercial
properties in South Yarra will be acquired?
The PRESIDENT — Order! On this occasion I will
let the minister respond to the supplementary question
but only because the minister did make some reference
to acquisitions in his answer. Again the supplementary
question really embarks on totally different territory to
a discussion of the impact on Fawkner Park. Members
must be really careful, when they are crafting
supplementary questions, that those questions are
apposite and that they actually follow and have a direct
relationship to the substantive question. The only way
you can get away from that, if you have preprepared a
follow-up question, is if a minister does provide some
leverage in terms of remarks that they might make. On
this occasion I will let the supplementary question
stand, but it is perilously close.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Thank you, President. I think you have demonstrated
great generosity with that interpretation of the leverage
that I provided the member in allowing the outrageous
propositions he inserted in his supplementary question
time and again — assertions that I refute. In relation to
even the scope of the five properties that are being
obtained in South Yarra, they are within probably a
kilometre of Fawkner Park but not within Fawkner
Park. They are all residential properties. The member
asserted that people around Fawkner Park do not get a
station. The Domain station is basically directly
adjacent to the tip of Fawkner Park, so his assertion that
there is no station that is close to Fawkner Park is
comprehensively misleading, and if not misleading,
could be something worse.
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Child protection
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
How many category 1 incident reports have there been
involving young people absconding from residential
care so far in 2015?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question, and I
refer the member to the most recent annual report of the
Department of Health and Human Services, which has
a number of performance including measures relating
to category 1 incident reports. I assure the member that
every time there is an incident, whether it involves a
young person absconding from residential care or
whether it relates to any other issue, such as a child
potentially being sexually abused, these matters are
taken very seriously by my department. There is always
immediate action taken. We have an expectation that
service providers take immediate action, and that also
involves notifying and involving Victoria Police where
that is appropriate and relevant.
Obviously the police work very closely with my
department and service providers in relation to these
issues. The specific issue of absconding was an issue
that came to light in particular through media reports
early last year. It related to young people absconding
and being preyed upon by sexual predators. The
commissioner for children and young people, in his
report that was recently tabled in this Parliament, also
identified the issue of absconding and the issue of
sexual exploitation of young people in residential care
in general.
What we have been doing in response as a government
from February of this year is addressing the issue of
staffing levels. We looked at mandating an overnight
shift in standard residential care units. We have also
introduced for the first time spot audits of residential
care units through an initiative that was also announced
in February of this year. More recently we have been
working on developing a sexual exploitation strategy to
address these specific issues.
What we have been doing with Victoria Police is
developing a new strategy to address the issue of young
people who abscond. We want to ensure that young
people are safe. In our budget this year we funded four
new specialist child protection workers to work in close
partnership with Victoria Police around these issues.
These new workers will help strengthen our operational
capacity right across our divisions to respond to the risk
of sexual exploitation by building knowledge in the
sector.
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Ms Crozier — On a point of order, my question was
fairly specifically on the number of category 1 incident
reports the minister has received. I realise she has only
36 seconds left to respond. I am just wondering if you
would draw her back to the specifics that I asked
about — and if she does not have them, perhaps she
could provide the house with them at a later date.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am giving her a response.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of the point
of order, the question was quite specific. I think the
information the minister has provided to the house has
been useful in terms of our knowledge of what the
government is doing in respect of trying to address this
problem with some young people in these
circumstances. However, the question was specific. I
suggest that it is unrealistic to expect the minister to
actually have the number on hand, and I think it would
be unfair to criticise her for not having that specific
number at this point in time, but I indicate to the
minister that if she does not have that, I will be asking
for a written response in respect of the specific
question. But again, as I said, the question itself was
pretty onerous for a minister in terms of expecting them
to have that sort of information available so they can
provide an accurate response to the house. In the
context of what the minister has been telling us, I think
other aspects of her answer have actually been useful
for the house.
Ms MIKAKOS — I will take the specific number on
notice and provide that to the member at a later date. But
the point that I am making to the member is that this is
an issue that this government takes very seriously. Since
we have been in office and since I have been the
minister we have taken steps to introduce a number of
new measures that were not in place during the four
years of the previous government to improve the safety
of young people in residential care and out-of-home care
more broadly. We take this issue very seriously — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank the minister.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for her answer. In my supplementary
question to the minister I refer to the tragic and
untimely death of 16-year-old Amber Beard, also
known as Amber Williams, who died on 6 October in a
horrific car crash in Mount Evelyn after absconding
from her residential care unit. Will there be a child
death review into Amber Beard’s death?
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Again we have a
supplementary question which goes into quite different
territory to the substantive question.
Ms Crozier interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It does; it is quite
different. The first question, if I am right, was: how
many have absconded in the past 12 months?
Ms Crozier — This is about an absconding case.
The PRESIDENT — Order! But it goes to a
specific matter that is quite different. It is about an
individual, and it is quite different to the total number
who might have absconded in the past 12 months.
Ms Wooldridge — It is an example.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It may be an example
of somebody who has absconded, but it is a very
different question and it goes to a totally different
subject matter because it talks about what sort of
investigation there will be into this death, which is quite
different to how many people might have absconded. It
is a different matter. Ms Crozier can rephrase.
Ms CROZIER — Yes, I can. I ask the minister: did
she receive a category 1 report on this case?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. As I
have indicated to the house previously, I do not think it
is helpful to family members involved to get into the
business of airing private matters relating to children
who may or may not be known to the child protection
system. The other point I make is that critical incident
reports are routinely made to the department and to
ministers, including the previous minister, after a child
known to child protection has died or been injured. I
also make the point to the member, as I have previously
in the house, that where a child is known to child
protection and the child dies, there is always a child
death report undertaken by the commissioner for
children and young people.

Child protection
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. During the two weeks prior to the tabling of
its report in August the Commission for Children and
Young People learnt that as many as 40 children in
residential care had made allegations about sexual
abuse and sexual assault. The minister recently
confirmed that neither she nor the Department of
Health and Human Services requires staff who work in
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residential care units to possess minimum
qualifications, such as a certificate IV in child, youth
and family intervention. Given the level of crisis in
Victoria’s residential care system, can the minister
explain why staff who work in residential care units are
not required to have a minimum appropriate
qualification?

families receive through universal services, through our
early years services, putting a greater emphasis on early
intervention and prevention, as well as looking at
ultimately how we can address residential care and
make that safer. A range of reforms are being
examined, and this is one of those issues that will be
looked at as part of that reform process.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. As I
have indicated to the house, the government has
accepted in principle all the recommendations of the
commissioner for children and young people in his
recent report tabled in the Parliament. There has been a
range of work undertaken both prior to that report being
tabled in the Parliament and subsequently.

Supplementary question

In relation to the specific issue that the member refers
to in terms of the qualifications of staff, this is an issue
that my department is examining in consultation with
the community sector. There have been a range of
measures put in place around enhancing training for
community sector workers who work in residential
care. However, it is the case — and I confirm that to the
member — that there have not been any mandatory
qualifications for residential care workers. This has
been a longstanding issue, and it will be an issue that
will require a great deal of effort on everyone’s part to
address.
However, the member can be assured that we have
been taking a number of steps to improve the safety of
residential care, whether that is through supporting our
own workforce working in the department, being more
supportive of the workforce in the community sector
who work in the residential care units, increasing
supervision of young people through the mandated
stand-up shifts in standard residential care units that I
referred to earlier, which was introduced just this year,
or the introduction for the first time of the spot audits,
which I referred to earlier, just this year. We have also
introduced $43 million in targeted care packages just
this year to start to move young people out of
residential care and into home-based care options. We
are doing a range of things to make residential care
safer and to provide for the safety of children and
young people in those units.
We are also undertaking a major reform project, which
I have spoken to the member about in the house before,
entitled the Roadmap for Reform. That work is
underway at the moment. That work is looking at how
we can improve the child protection and out-of-home
care system more broadly by looking at the system in a
very holistic way — looking right at the start of the
process in terms of the kinds of support that vulnerable

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her answer. I am pleased to hear
about all of that and that the government is taking a
holistic approach to some of these issues, although I do
point to the fact that surely there are few other
occupations that involve working with vulnerable
children that allow people who are not appropriately
qualified to get jobs. It is not really an issue for debate
that we want minimum standards of service provision
in these roles and therefore people need to be
adequately educated in that way. Why will the minister
not just commit to a minimum qualification for staff
who are working with these children? Why is there a
need to explore options?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The point I want to make to the member is
that I regard residential care as a last resort option. My
focus has been on looking at how we can move young
people out of residential care over time. We need to
look at how we can improve the safety of young people
through increased supervision, and the issue of
qualifications is just one issue of many that needs to be
examined in terms of how we provide better outcomes
for young people in residential care. Just last sitting
week I was advising the member about how we are
working to improve educational outcomes for young
people in residential care and out-of-home care more
broadly through the establishment of the LOOKOUT
centres. A range of measures are being examined in
terms of how we improve outcomes for young people
in out-of-home care.

Child protection
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Families and
Children. As I recalled in my earlier question, as many
as 40 children in residential care units in Victoria had
made allegations about sexual abuse or sexual assault
during two weeks in August this year, yet in her answer
to question on notice 1301 the minister confirmed that
neither she nor the Department of Health and Human
Services requires community organisations that operate
residential care units to report the number of hours
worked in those units by temporary labour hire staff. In
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other words, the minister has no way of knowing who
is working in those units. Can the minister explain how
accountability can be maintained in Victoria’s
outsourced child protection system if community
organisations that operate residential care units are not
required to report the number of hours worked in those
units by temporary labour hire staff?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her further
substantive question. I know the member has referred to
an answer that I have given her to a question on notice.
I am certain that the answer was far more expansive
than the member is wishing to suggest by virtue of her
question. I would be quite certain that I also referred in
that answer — and I will do so in the house — to the
fact that all of these community service providers are
subject to specific standards that they are required to
meet through contractual arrangements with the
Department of Health and Human Services.
It is correct, as the member asserts, that the staff in
residential care units are contracted directly with
community service organisations. They are not
employed by the Department of Health and Human
Services, and therefore all the information relating to
the numbers of staff, the qualifications of staff and
whether they are permanent or casual staff, or whatever
their workplace arrangements might be, is information
that the community sector organisation is privy to.
However, I am aware that the Centre for Excellence in
Child and Family Welfare, as the peak body
representing the sector, has surveyed its sector
members — I believe last year — around these issues
and was able to gain a better understanding of what the
workplace practices are.
I know that the use of casual staff or labour hire staff is
something that varies from agency to agency. I would
certainly hope that these agencies would be working
over time to reduce their reliance on such staff. It is
important of course that staff have positive relationships
with the young people they are caring for, and we know
that those relationships of trust can be built and
strengthened over time where they have ongoing
involvement with the same people and they get to
develop stronger relationships.
The information that the member has sought in a
question on notice has been responded to in writing. I
can assure the member that there are standards that we
expect our community sector organisations to follow in
respect of these matters, and in relation to critical
incidents I can assure the member that I take these
matters very seriously and my department takes these
matters very seriously. This is why we have now
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introduced new measures, in particular the spot audits,
which these residential care units were not subject to
before — going in and identifying issues where those
standards, particularly around safety, have not been
complied with and working in a very proactive way
with the community sector to improve standards and to
improve outcomes for those very vulnerable young
people who are residing in residential care.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her answer. The minister has
responsibility to ensure that accountability within the
structure of Victoria’s child protection system is
maintained. While I think it is good that improvements
have been made, my question was specifically around
data in terms of who is employed to work in residential
care units. I would like to ask the minister why she will
not insist that the department collect, collate and
publish data related to who is working in residential
care units.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I think I have already responded at some
length to the member’s question, and I have made it
clear that we have standards that we expect community
sector organisations to comply with. They are not
employees directly employed by the department; they
are employed by community sector organisations. We
rely on and contract community sector organisations
across many areas, not just in out-of-home care but in
many other sectors, whether it is disability services or
housing services.
It is a very difficult task that the member is
requesting — for the department essentially to have
oversight of the employment practices of many
thousands of community sector organisations right
across the state that are providing a whole range of
different services. Essentially that goes to the heart of
the member’s request. We are working with the sector
to improve the safety, the standards and the outcomes
for young people in residential care.

Firearms
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Minister for Training and Skills in his
capacity representing the Minister for Police. The
Shooters and Fishers Party of Victoria has long called
for the attention of governments and law enforcement
agencies to be focused on criminals and their actions
rather than on the law abiding. That is what we do.
Section 31A of the Crimes Act 1958 would appear to
be going some way towards this goal. I have asked and
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had answered — for which I thank the government — a
question about offenders charged and convictions
made, so my next question should be pretty obvious:
how many indictable offences have been recorded since
2005 where the offender was carrying or using a
firearm?

smooth transition that will not affect their ability to earn
an income, and what sort of formula for compensation
for these businesses does the government have?

Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Mr Bourman for his question. Can I
say that, whilst I do not have that answer on hand — I
will get it — it is an interesting question, because when
we look at section 31A we see that obviously if people
are initially charged with a serious indictable crime
such as armed robbery, they may have other offences,
such as those under section 31A, of carrying firearms
et cetera. When it gets to court the prosecution may
drop those lesser charges and look at the more serious
charges. When the judge gives the verdict and sums up,
they of course take into account the various offences. I
am more than happy to get the actual number of
indictable offences. I say that sometimes charges under
31A, when there are more serious charges, get dropped.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Patten for her question, which is a bit of an
extrapolation from the terrain that Mr Ondarchie took
us — —

Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer and look forward to the actual
number. Noting that the mere possession of a firearm
by a prohibited person is an indictable offence, how
many of those offences were committed by prohibited
persons?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank Mr Bourman for his question. As a
former police officer he is very familiar with these
matters — far more familiar than I would be. I will
have to take that supplementary question on notice.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government. With the
announcement of the new Melbourne Metro rail project
and the need to acquire over 40 sites to deliver the
scheme in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan
Region, many residents and businesses are rightly
worried about this new project and how it will affect
them. I understand that 15 businesses in the Port Phillip
Arcade, which connects Flinders Lane with Flinders
Street, have been told by Melbourne Metro officials
that their businesses will have to go as part of the
project. These businesses, in many cases, have spent
over 30 years building up their trade, only to be told
now that they will need to shut their doors forever to
make way for the Metro rail. What arrangements will
the government make with these businesses to ensure a

The PRESIDENT — Order! That was perilously
close to two questions rather than one.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — There was not a degree of
malevolence in the question, which may indicate the
nature of the response that comes from the government
benches in relation to the answer.
I think the in-built assumption within the question is
quite rightly protecting the interests now and into the
future of businesses or for that matter householders,
home owners or the people who own buildings across
the scope of the Melbourne Metro rail proposal. That is
a totally appropriate thing for any member of the
chamber and any member of the community to do. The
government is totally sensitive and alive to the concerns
of businesses that have built up commercial viability in
Melbourne and would want to preserve their right to
maximise their commercial interests into the future. We
totally respect that.
In terms of what might be the nature of the transaction
that takes place in terms of the compulsory acquisition
process, that is subject to rules and procedures that are
well established. In terms of drilling down into the
formula that actually underpins them, I am not in a
position to do that now, but there is a well-recognised
procedure, protocol and method of engagement by
government with affected landholders, and that has
been well established over many governments of many
persuasions. There is an absolute expectation that
people will not be adversely affected in relation to
market value or goodwill value in relation to their
properties.
That does not necessarily mean that people will totally
embrace the issue. In fact they may wish to reserve the
right to negotiate the best outcome. In this instance the
government is alive to trying to guarantee the best
outcome. I do not want to get too far ahead of what the
outcomes may be, but I encourage members of the
chamber — again I am not drawing a dot, dot, dot from
what I have just said to what I am about to say in
relation to a linear connection to the opportunities that
may exist for commercial options in and around
stations into the future — to consider, as members who
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have been to many underground stations across this
nation and across the world would understand, that
many commercial opportunities are created by such
developments.
I think we should continue to look at the ways we can
maximise the commercial opportunities rather than be
down-beat about the people who may feel aggrieved
today and may be anxious today. The government
intends to work very collaboratively, openly and
fulsomely with them to achieve an amicable outcome.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have answers to the following questions on notice: 31,
440, 712, 713, 715, 736, 821, 1102, 1105–13, 1117,
1119, 1223, 1236, 1280, 1365, 1366, 1632–9, 1656–71,
2047, 2048, 2431, 2442.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Supplementary question

Written responses

Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for that answer. We are all very optimistic
as a result I am sure. The Port Phillip Arcade businesses
are one example of businesses that are being affected
and being closed down. Can the government tell me
how many other businesses will be forced to close by
the Metro rail project in the CBD South, CBD North,
Parkville and Arden areas?

The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
questions, I indicate that with Ms Wooldridge’s
question to Mr Jennings on consultancies I would seek
written answers on both the substantive and
supplementary questions related to the appointment of
that consultancy and whether the findings of the
consultant would be subject to public release. That is
two days.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Ms Patten structures her questions in the opposite way
to the way the opposition does — they are in reverse —
but there is nothing necessarily wrong with that. In
relation to the properties in the area that is described as
the western portal, which is west of Arden, there are
22 properties — 9 residential and 13 commercial. In
Parkville there are two commercial properties, and in
the CBD — —

In regard to Ms Crozier’s question to Ms Mikakos in
respect of the number of category 1 incidents of
absconding, I would also ask for a written response.
That is a one day.

An honourable member — You are just reading
from your media release.
Mr JENNINGS — No, I am not reading from my
media release. In fact I am doing quite well without
your interjection, thanks. These are little notes that I
have drawn myself on the basis of the map that was
associated with the press release made by the
government. In relation to the commercial interests in
the city, there are 14 properties that relate to a number
of businesses within the city, and the government will
work with each and every one of those businesses to
arrive at a reasonable outcome.
Ms Patten — On a point of order, President, what I
was asking was the number of businesses affected, not
the number of properties affected. For example, in the
Port Phillip Arcade there may be a number of
businesses under one title or property.

In regard to Mr Bourman’s questions in respect of
offences that involve firearms, Mr Herbert has
indicated that he is prepared to obtain that information,
and certainly I would ask for a written response in
respect of both the substantive and supplementary
questions. That is two days.
In regard to Ms Patten’s final question about the
number of businesses affected, in respect of the
supplementary I would ask for a written response just to
see if there is further information available to satisfy
Ms Patten’s question, recognising that I am not sure
that the minister is in a position to speculate today on
exactly those businesses that might be affected but that
information may well be available in a written
response. That is two days.
With regard to Ms Crozier’s supplementary question,
right at the end the minister did provide a response to
the essential part of the supplementary question, so I
have not directed a written response on that.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
in relation to Ms Crozier’s supplementary question, I
put it to you that the minister neither responded nor
articulated a choice not to respond to the issue of the
category 1 incident. She did respond to the original
question in relation to child death reviews. Would you
consider looking at Hansard in relation to that, because
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the issue in relation to whether she received a
category 1 report, certainly in my hearing, was not
addressed?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am mindful of that.
In reaching my decision on that supplementary
question, I would have thought that the minister
indicating there was a death report essentially indicated
that she would receive that information and indeed the
category 1 notification. That is part and parcel of a
notification that I would expect to go to the minister. I
guess what Ms Wooldridge is seeking is an explicit
confirmation that my reading of the situation is correct.
Does the minister have anything to volunteer in terms
of assisting me?
Ms Mikakos — On the point of order, President, if I
can assist you, the member’s question was asking me to
identify whether or not a particular young person was a
child known to the child protection system. As I have
indicated to the house previously, it is not helpful in a
public forum such as the Parliament to hear identifying
information that might go to the circumstances of any
young person or their family, whether or not they are
known to the child protection system. But what I did
say to the member in response to her question was that
in all instances where a child known to the child
protection system has passed away, either tragically or
through the circumstances of a natural death occurring,
I as the minister would be informed, as my department
would be, in terms of a category 1 incident report being
made.
I further advise the member in response that similarly
where there are circumstances where a child is known
to the child protection system and they die — again,
whether that is through tragic circumstances or through
natural death occurring — there is a child death review
undertaken by the commissioner for children and young
people in every single instance. I think I have fully
responded to the question and given the member a
considerable amount of detail in terms of process and
the general circumstances broadly relating to children
who might be known to the child protection system
dying.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Ms Mikakos.
That actually went a fair bit further than that point of
order, but it addressed the matter that was raised. To
that extent I appreciate the minister’s contribution. It
certainly puts me in a position where I do not believe
that I need to direct the minister to provide an answer to
the supplementary question.
I take up one matter, a matter of perhaps some
conjecture. In terms of the minister’s defence that she
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and other ministers are not necessarily in a position to
describe the circumstances related to an individual, I
have a position where I as the Chair need to judge each
circumstance, each question and each response on its
merits because, as we indicated on the previous line of
questioning with regard to the infant death, there are
matters of systemic failure. It is true that sometimes it is
the focus on a particular recent event or circumstance
that brings that systemic failure to light. Any minister is
rightly in a position to be questioned on systemic
failure and, to an extent, perhaps even on an individual
circumstance that has brought that systemic failure to
light.
Notwithstanding that — and as I said this is a matter of
me or whoever is in the chair judging the matter on the
merit of the question at any particular time — I accept
that there are circumstances where if an individual’s
details are divulged in this or another place, it can
impinge on legal proceedings or on the rights of parties
to that incident, including the legal rights of some
people. This is a matter of judgement for the Chair. It is
not an area in which I can make a black-and-white
decision, but I think I would smudge the minister’s
position and make it a bit more grey, although the
minister has suggested there is a fairly black-and-white
position that she takes. I understand why she takes that
position, but the Chair may be looking for further
elaboration of some of these matters at times, based on
the merit of those questions.
I also make comment on another aspect of today’s
proceedings. I thank the Leader of the Government for
indicating that the Minister for Agriculture, Ms Pulford,
is not with us today and for his courtesy to the house in
making that announcement.
I also note that Mr Melhem is not with us today, and it
is my understanding that Mr Melhem has been called
before a royal commission. This is a matter that is of
concern to me as President of the Legislative Council. It
is of concern to me in respect of the privileges of this
house and the privileges of members. It is longstanding
practice for the House of Representatives — and indeed
it can be found in Erskine May — that members of
Parliament may not be called before a royal
commission or similar machinery when the house they
are expected to attend is actually sitting. Indeed, as I
understand it in terms of the House of Representatives,
that position extends to committee proceedings
associated with the House of Representatives.
Mr Melhem is obviously in a position to determine
whether or not he appears on whatever date he is
requested to appear before the royal commission, but I
indicate that from the point of view of the Parliament I
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am very strong on the fact that the rights and privileges
of this Parliament and its members, and the protection
of its members, are of paramount importance to me in
an institutional sense. Had Mr Melhem come to me and
asked for advice in respect of whether or not he should
accept an invitation to attend the royal commission on a
sitting day of this Parliament, my advice to him would
have been that he did not have to do so and that in fact
the royal commission ought to have made other
arrangements to receive Mr Melhem and his evidence
on another occasion.
Mr Drum — President, I have a point of order on a
totally separate issue, but I figure that now is as good a
time as any to make it. On 25 June when the Leader of
the Government was in the committee stage of the
budget debate he offered a whole range of responses
and answers to my questions, which are now nearly
four months old and still have not been received. It is
the first time that I have been offered details in a
committee stage where they have not been received, so
I am wondering what the procedures are from here on
in.
Mr Davis — On the same point of order, President,
I am also waiting for responses from the committee
stage regarding reprioritisations inside the Department
of Treasury and Finance portfolio.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum and
Mr Davis have previously brought this to my attention
and indeed to the Leader of the Government’s attention
in the house in respect of the matters that he canvassed.
I believe I indicated on that occasion to Mr Davis, and I
reiterate now, that under the standing orders and our
committee proceedings there is no instrument by which
I can seek a response from the minister for matters that
are raised in a committee process. The minister, when
giving undertakings to a member asking a question in
the committee stage that further information that is not
available on the day will be provided, is effectively
doing so as a courtesy of the minister and the
government, and it is not subject to any directions,
sanctions or requirement of the committee process or
indeed the house. I think what I may have said to
Mr Davis on that previous occasion was that if those
outstanding matters cannot be informally pursued with
the minister, the appropriate course of action would be
to place the matters on notice as questions on notice or
to pursue those matters through other forms of the
house to receive that further information sought on the
occasion of the committee stage.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, I
assure the house that there have been previous matters
raised by Mr Davis, Mr O’Donohue and Ms Lovell.
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Mr Drum has added to that list today, and I can assure
the house that after the first three members had raised
the matter, either directly in the chamber or by
correspondence, I have subsequently raised the issues
with the Treasurer and the head of the Department of
Treasury and Finance. I requested that they provide the
information, which I understand is the prerogative of
the Treasurer on the basis of advice that is provided to
him by the department to furnish those answers. So I
have used my best endeavours to obtain that
information, and I will continue to do so. But that is
notwithstanding the advice that you have given to the
house.
Mr Davis — On the point of order, President, I
understand the Leader of the Government’s
predicament with respect to the provision of answers by
ministers in another place. We have all experienced this
in different guises at different points, so I am not
unsympathetic to his conundrum. But in that
circumstance I wonder if it might be worthwhile for the
Procedure Committee to look at this in a structured
way. It may be possible, for example, during the budget
debate to bring the committee stage forward by a day or
two and to provide to the minister those detailed
questions that members seek to ask a day or two earlier;
he would then have time before the passage of the
budget and future budgets to provide that information. I
think that would be a matter for the Procedure
Committee to examine.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I suggest that
Mr Davis write to me to that effect, and I will consider
that matter and quite possibly forward my response to
him and the other members of the Procedure
Committee. We could short-circuit the process of
course and Mr Davis could write to himself!

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education and relates to the Portland Bay School. On
30 July this year Minister James Merlino was quoted by
the ABC online as having said in relation to the future
location of the Portland Bay School:
The feasibility study will take about six weeks, and I’ll
receive information and advice from the department.

It has been over 11 weeks, and we and the Portland Bay
School are still waiting. When will the minister stop
sitting on his hands and release the feasibility study so
the Portland Bay School community is not left in
limbo?
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan. Over
30 packages of land in the Healesville freeway
reservation will soon revert to Crown land as per the
Andrews government’s election commitment.
Whitehorse City Council wants to engage with
VicRoads around this process on some of the parcels of
land. One parcel has the 18th hole of a golf course, and
another parcel has a community garden on it. I ask the
minister: what is the process for the council to engage
with VicRoads to organise some long-term leases for
these particular parcels?

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
The Wembley Primary School council recently
conducted a survey which was sent to parents of all
students at the school to gauge the impacts and
concerns they might have about the countless daily
diesel truck movements along Francis Street in very
close proximity to the school. One key finding of the
survey is that the asthma rate amongst children at the
school is roughly 20 per cent — double the state
average. Despite these concerning figures there have
been no curfews put on truck movements along Francis
Street during school hours, as there are on Somerville
Road. In response, the school council has requested a
meeting with the minister to discuss this concerning
health trend and what can be done. Unfortunately the
government has not responded at this stage, so I am
asking again on the school’s behalf. I ask: will the
minister meet with the Wembley Primary School
council as soon as possible to discuss its concerns?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Recently I
was invited by residents of Portarlington to inspect the
indoor 25-metre, four-lane lap pool which resides in the
purview of the Portarlington Holiday Units and Pool.
The commercial business provides use of the pool to
the public at normal commercial rates. The owner has
decided that his company can no longer afford to
continue to manage the pool and fund the upgrades
necessary to meet the standards of a modern facility and
has indicated that he will close the pool in December.
Currently meetings are being held with the local
council and the owner.
The feedback I have received so far is that the council
does not see a role for it to engage given that the pool is
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privately owned. Also, the local member for Bellarine in
the Assembly, Lisa Neville, is not interested in this matter
and has not responded to requests for assistance. My
question for the minister is if no solution can be found to
have the Portarlington pool continue to operate in some
capacity, is there provision in the Drysdale-Clifton
Springs cultural and community hub and regional sports
precinct to incorporate a 25-metre indoor pool to service
Drysdale, Clifton Springs, Portarlington and the
communities thereof, and can that pool infrastructure be
fast-tracked for construction?

Western Victoria Region
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Racing. The Warrnambool region is arguably the
strongest racing region in Victoria, yet it is virtually
impossible to listen to races on the radio due to bad
reception. Over many years I have raised this issue with
racing officials in Victoria, racing radio and the
Warrnambool Racing Club without any success or
apparent interest. My question is: will the minister
intervene to assist the Warrnambool racing community
to receive better radio reception to listen to racing in the
Warrnambool region?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Health, and it is regarding the
Goulburn Valley Health community advisory group. A
number of local constituents who have applied to be
part of this group have contacted me, concerned that
they have not yet received responses to advise that their
applications have been received despite applications
closing almost five weeks ago, on 18 September. My
constituents are keen to know if their applications have
been received and when interviews will be conducted.
In response to my adjournment matter raised on
18 August the minister stated that part of the purpose of
this group is to provide advocacy during the planning
for the redevelopment process. With the strategic plan
and master plan having been completed already and
given that if this project is to be considered for next
year’s budget, a business case will be required to be
completed by December and we are now nearing the
end of October, it appears that either the group will
have very limited input into planning or that once again
the minister is not prioritising this important project.
My question to the minister is: by what date does the
minister intend to have the advisory group established,
and what is the date for its first meeting?
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Northern Victoria Region
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
constituency question is in relation to energy prices. I
am seeking from the Minister for Energy and
Resources information about what the government is
doing to make energy more affordable for Victorians.
Electricity and power bills are a significant cost to
Victorians, making up a large component of every
household budget. My office receives a number of
inquiries regarding electricity prices and the cost of
energy. It is very confusing for consumers. They do not
know if they are paying too much or if they are paying
the same as their neighbours because of all the different
options and the difficulty of deciphering the bills they
receive. Unfortunately this means that there are many
Victorians who could be paying less than what they
currently are. It is crucial that everybody is able to have
access to reliable and independent information to
ensure that they can utilise the most affordable energy
plans available. Can the minister provide details about
what the government is doing to make energy more
affordable and how this will deliver lower bills to
Victorians?
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remove congestion from the spaghetti intersection of the
Princes Highway and Springvale Road. My question is:
has a feasibility study been undertaken, and is there a
timetable for the planning, design, funding and
construction of this important piece of road
infrastructure?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. The minister is aware of the anger that
continues to be displayed by Sunbury residents at the
government’s decision to backflip on a previous Labor
promise to allow V/Line to continue servicing Sunbury.
I will be one of many local residents who attend a
community meeting in Sunbury next Wednesday night.
This meeting will be addressed by Public Transport
Victoria officials, but that is not good enough. The
minister has the power to stop this outrageous decision.
Sunbury train travellers want to hear from her. They
want the chicken, not the tail feathers. Will the minister
come to Sunbury next Wednesday night and explain
personally to locals why she is stripping them of their
V/Line service?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Today in
my constituency question I want to ask the Minister for
Public Transport about the Melbourne Metro rail
project acquisition. We heard a great deal in question
time about this, but I note the government’s slippery
and obfuscatory news release which has been released
today and which does not give full details. I therefore
seek a detailed breakdown of not only the residential
locations but also the commercial locations and the
businesses that are impacted in my electorate of
Southern Metropolitan Region. My question in question
time today was about South Yarra and commercial
properties in South Yarra. That is not clear in this news
release, so it is not clear to me why the government will
not provide that information, unless it does not know. I
seek that information in a tabled form so it is clear
where those commercial and residential acquisitions
will be.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and I ask: what is the status of the Westall
Road freeway extension plans, connecting the corner of
the Princes Highway to the Monash Freeway, given that
the land is already subject to reservation? This project
would remove traffic congestion from Springvale Road
by providing an alternative north–south link. Springvale
Road, Glen Waverley and Mulgrave are some of the
most congested areas in Melbourne. This would also

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Grand Final Friday
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note the impacts to small
business of the decision by the Andrews Labor government to
declare a new public holiday on grand final eve 2015.

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

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We petitioners draw to the attention of the Legislative
Council 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.

By Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(32 signatures).
Laid on table.
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Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:

Introduction
That the Council take note of the report.

Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
introduced a bill for an act to ensure the provision
of access to holistic care and support to pregnant
women and preborn children so as to promote
infant viability, to amend the Abortion Law Reform
Act 2008 and the Crimes Act 1958, to make
consequential amendments to certain other acts and
for other purposes.
First reading
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I move:
That the bill be now read a first time.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 30
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr

Lovell, Ms
Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 6
Barber, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

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

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 13
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 13 of 2015, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

In doing so I wish to draw to members’ attention that
they may have received one or two emails in respect of
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab,
No Play) Bill 2015 — one or a million.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I am taking up the
interjection from the member over there, which makes
no sense, because the Greens are not on any
committees. Can I just say that in respect of the
committee’s comments about the charter report, we
received a letter from the Minister for Health regarding
the concerns raised by the committee and I would
encourage members as part of their contribution to the
debate, which may be held this week, to have a look at
that letter.
I also bring to the attention of the house the
contribution made by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) — the all-party
committee, except for Greens members, who are not on
any committee — to the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. If the
Greens were involved in any committee, they would
understand what I was talking about, but they are not,
so I will just leave it there.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I am sorry, Acting President,
I can hear them fluffing about over there.
Ms Pennicuik — On a point of order, President, the
member keeps suggesting that the Greens are not on
any committees. We are on every one of the upper
house committees as well as joint committees.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I say to Ms Pennicuik that that is not a point of
order; however, Mr Dalla-Riva should not be talking
about committee membership.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Thank you for your
guidance, Acting President. In respect of the
contribution that SARC has made in terms of the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015, there is quite a substantial amount
of reference in the charter report relating to clause 17 of
that bill as presented by the government. I would
suggest to members that they read through that because
it is quite significant.

PAPERS
Tuesday, 20 October 2015

COUNCIL

In terms of the report, a lot of the work of the charter
report has been the responsibility of Professor Jeremy
Gans, our human rights adviser. For the record I
thought we should acknowledge the work Professor
Gans does. He is obviously well qualified in respect of
understanding the charter. Often when you review what
Professor Gans says you find that he references
evidence from not only Victoria and Australia but also
around the world. The amount of information he
provides is quite amazing. I put on the record my
appreciation on behalf of SARC for the amount of work
Professor Gans does.
Motion agreed to.
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Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 118.
Subdivision Act 1988 — No. 117.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 114.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory
Rules Nos. 110, 111 and 113.
Legislative Instrument and related documents under 16B in
respect of Determination of Specifications for Taxi-cabs
under the Transport (Buses, Taxi-Cabs and Other
Commercial Passenger Vehicles) Regulations 2005,
10 August 2015.
Victorian Coastal Council — Report, 2014–15.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 — Report pursuant
to section 39 by Victorian Inspectorate, 2014–15.
Dhelkunya Dja Land Management Board — Minister’s
report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Fisheries Act 1995 — Report pursuant to section 131T by
Victorian Inspectorate, 2014–15.
Heritage Council of Victoria — Minister’s report of receipt of
2014–15 report.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 55.
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust — Report,
2014–15.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Cumulative Summary of Returns, 30 September 2015
(Ordered to be published).
Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Report, 2014–15.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
Response to the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee’s Report on Heritage Tourism and Ecotourism in
Victoria.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notice of Approval
of the Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC128.
Regional Development Victoria — Report, 2014–15.
Sentencing Advisory Council — Report, 2014–15.
State Sports Centres Trust — Report, 2014–15.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003 — No. 115.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — No. 113.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — No. 116.

Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Public Sector Commission — Report, 2014–15.
Wildlife Act 1975 — Report pursuant to section 74P by
Victorian Inspectorate, 2014–15.
Yorta Yorta Traditional Owner Land Management Board —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Cemeteries and Crematoria Amendment (Veterans
Reform) Act 2015 — 9 November 2015 (Gazette
No. S303, 13 October 2015).
Planning and Environment Amendment (Recognising
Objectors) Act 2015 — 12 October 2015 (Gazette No.
S294, 6 October 2015).

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, 21 October 2015:
(1) notice of motion 173 standing in the name of Mr Morris
relating to Victoria’s regional road network and the
country roads and bridges program;
(2) order of the day 12, resumption of debate to refer a
matter relating to Victorian gun laws to the Law
Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee;
(3) notice of motion 168 standing in the name of
Mr O’Donohue relating to police resources in Victoria;
and
(4) notice of motion given this day by Mr Drum relating to
drought conditions in Victoria.

Motion agreed to.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Family violence
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on measures the
Andrews Labor government is taking to address the
issue of family violence in our community to help keep
more women and children safe in their homes. As part
of the government’s $81.3 million family violence
package announced in the budget this year, I am
pleased to be rolling out a number of initiatives to boost
family violence and sexual assault support services
across Victoria, including $10.2 million in my portfolio.
We have moved quickly to roll out the funding in the
budget. These initiatives include $35 million rolled out
to 36 community service organisations across the state
to boost the capacity of family violence counselling
services for women and children, representing a 43 per
cent increase compared to last year’s investment;
$1 million for men’s family violence services,
including the statewide Men’s Referral Service, which
provides confidential telephone counselling and
referrals for men seeking support for violent and
controlling behaviour; $875 000 to boost specific
sexual assault support services; and $100 000 to Safe
Steps to provide shelter for pets of people escaping
family violence.
Recently I called on family violence specialist agencies
to submit expressions of interest in piloting a personal
safety initiative in four locations across Victoria. This
was an election commitment of $900 000 to pilot the
use of technology, such as CCTV and personal safety
cards, to test what works and to find out how we can
better use technology to improve the safety of women
and children who experience family violence. We know
the short-term and long-term impacts that family
violence can have on women and children, and we
know that the social and economic dislocation
experienced, as well as the disruption to a child’s
education, when being forced to move to escape family
violence cannot be overstated. The women who
participate in this pilot will also receive the necessary
support to ensure that this use of technology is part of a
broader plan for their safety and wellbeing.
We should be grateful to Rosie Batty that we are now
having a national debate on family violence, and I am
particularly proud that this government has led the
national debate by moving quickly to establish
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family
Violence and by introducing Australia’s first Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence. While we are
awaiting the outcomes of the royal commission, the
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Andrews Labor government is getting on with the
initiatives we pledged during the election campaign
with the funding we put in the budget this year to
address the scourge on our society that is family
violence.
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Wanganui Park Secondary College
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Last weekend
I was pleased to attend Wanganui Park Secondary
College’s 40th anniversary celebrations. I finished my
secondary schooling at Wanganui and have great
memories of quality teachers and facilities at the
college. Since graduating I have followed the school’s
journey with keen interest, and I am proud to say that
Wanganui continues to be one of the best schools in the
Goulburn Valley. The celebrations included the
induction of three past students — Claire Stirling for
her contribution to the arts, Deanna Thompson for her
work in the field of medicine and Shannon Byrnes for
sport — into the school’s hall of fame. These
3 inductees join 10 other past students, including me,
who have made significant contributions in their chosen
fields.

Shepparton Relay for Life
Ms LOVELL — On Saturday and Sunday I took
part the opening ceremony for the 14th annual
Shepparton Relay for Life event. Every year I head
down to Princess Park to join hundreds of community
members with an important shared goal: to live in a
cancer-free world. Like many people, cancer has
touched my family and left its mark on my life.
Congratulations to the committee on another successful
year. It raised almost $50 000, taking the total raised
over 14 years to more than $2.5 million in support of
research to find a cure for cancer.

St Joseph’s Primary School, Numurkah
Ms LOVELL — Last Saturday I attended the
unveiling of the St Mary MacKillop statue at
St Joseph’s Primary School in Numurkah, which was
the first of the Josephite schools established by St Mary
MacKillop in Victoria. The ceremony was part of the
school’s 125th anniversary, which also included the
opening of a time capsule, a luncheon, an art show, a
school history display and a dinner dance. It was a
lovely weekend for all who attended.
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Emma House Domestic Violence Services
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — Regardless of
political stripe, everyone in this place agrees that
domestic violence in Victoria is a stain on our great
state. I am so proud to be a part of a government that is
serious about tackling family violence and as a part of
that is supporting Victoria’s community legal centres in
the important work they do in this field. Last week I
had the pleasure of announcing two grants totalling
over $100 000 for Emma House Domestic Violence
Services in the south-west. These grants will fund a
range of key frontline services, including the part-time
employment of a solicitor to cater for increased demand
in Portland and Hamilton.

Kindergarten funding
Ms TIERNEY — On another note, but consistent
with the theme of the Labor government’s support for
Victorian families, I congratulate all the kindergartens
in my electorate that were successful in obtaining
funding from the Andrews Labor government’s
$50 million investment in the early childhood sector.
The Andrews Labor government is also providing up to
$83.7 million over four years in additional funding to
support kinders to transition to new staff qualifications
and ratio requirements.

Kenneth Cumming
Ms TIERNEY — I take this opportunity to
congratulate Mr Kenneth Cumming of Warrnambool,
who was honoured with a Council on the Ageing
Senior Achiever Award during the 2015 Victorian
Senior of the Year Awards at Government House
earlier this month. As a hospital visitor, Kenneth
devotes his time to the care of others, making sure that
ex-service members have the support they need. While
Kenneth has his own health problems from his time in
Vietnam, he is an inspiration with his willingness to
always help others.

Refugees and asylum seekers
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Every so often a case presents itself that goes beyond
state and federal boundaries, beyond outrage and
beyond political differences. Three months ago a
23-year-old woman — a young refugee from Somalia
to whom Australia owes protection obligations —
reported that she was raped on Nauru. Upon becoming
pregnant she requested an abortion. As abortions are
illegal in Nauru, she was flown to Australia. She is now
back on Nauru, where her attackers are, after being
flown out on a specially commissioned Royal
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Australian Air Force jet before she could speak with her
lawyers. The abortion was not performed.
I cannot be sure of the details of this case amid
allegations being made by this young woman’s lawyers
on the one hand and by the federal Minister for
Immigration and Border Protection on the other. What I
do know and what I despair at is that somewhere along
the way Australia became a country that would even
contemplate placing a traumatised rape victim back
amongst her attackers just so we can maintain our hard
line toward people fleeing persecution and war. This is
not the Australia I grew up in — the Australia that
provided a home to my family, who fled postwar
Europe. When will this madness end? When will an
immigration minister or a Prime Minister from either
major party draw a line and say that is enough? We as a
people are better than this, and we can do the right
thing.

Warragul Gallipoli monument
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — On Sunday,
18 October, I attended a moving ceremony for the
unveiling of a monument for the 76 men from the
Warragul area who gave their lives during the Gallipoli
campaign 100 years ago. Between August 1914 and
November 1915, some 298 men left the area to fight, so
that toll represents 1 in 4 of those who answered the
call. It may be more than 100 years since the beginning
of the so-called Great War, but the reverberations are
still being felt today. Many people who attended the
ceremony wore the Gallipoli campaign medals awarded
to family members who served and some of whom died
in that campaign.
Mention must be made of Australian Defence Force
members who are currently serving and in particular
those who are serving in areas of conflict. Whether one
does or does not agree with why we have sent our
military to these places, these are people we send into
harm’s way, and they do it because their country asks
them to. They, along with everyone else in their
country, are part of the Anzac legend that started in the
First World War and is still being formed today.
I thank the Warragul RSL, which hosted the event and
provided refreshments afterwards. I also recognise
Russell Broadbent, the federal member for McMillan,
and Gary Blackwood, the member for Narracan in the
other place, for their attendance. Lest we forget.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Today I
want to make comment on what we have now heard
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about the Melbourne Metro rail project. It is clear that
our precious Fawkner Park is at risk. It is clear from
what the Leader of the Government said today that
spoil will be dumped in Fawkner Park, and it is clear
that it is to be a staging post for trucks, tractors and
heavy earthmoving equipment. Already there have been
interventions, but it is very clear that South Yarra and
the Prahran area do not have much to gain from this;
they have a lot to lose. We are going to lose properties,
and we are going to lose two lines from South Yarra
station. Under this government we have already lost the
commitment to a new underground station, and we are
going to see the Pakenham and Cranbourne lines sail on
by — 40 or 50 metres deep — without stopping and
with no connection to the other two lines that go
through the South Yarra station at the moment.
Now we learn that Fawkner Park is destined to be a
staging post. This huge expanse of parkland will be at
risk under this government. I got no comfort from the
Leader of the Government today. He would not rule out
the dumping of tunnel spoil across Fawkner Park. What
is clear is that this important park is at risk, and I know
that people locally will want to fight for Fawkner Park.

Kurnai College Morwell campus
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — On Friday,
16 October, I had the great privilege of attending
Kurnai College’s Bridle Road campus in Morwell to
meet with the principal and students and to look at the
various initiatives on the ground to enhance the
educational experiences and learning opportunities for
students.
It was a great pleasure to welcome Mrs Catherine
Andrews to the region, to show her around, and also to
share the innovative learning opportunities that the
students are taking to make the very best of their
experiences. This involves taking lateral approaches to
developing skills, and it was great to see
demonstrations from the kids on the day of what they
are doing to contribute to the school and to the
community.

Target One Million
Ms SHING — On a separate matter, on Thursday,
15 October, I had the great pleasure of releasing the
first batch of mulloway fingerlings into the Lake Tyers
catchment area in East Gippsland. As part of the Target
One Million plan, the release of mulloway fingerlings
will ensure that we have good mulloway stock — a
Victorian state first — to be released into East
Gippsland. These fish grow to approximately 1 metre in
length, and from 60 centimetres on they can be kept. As
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a result of this initiative, we will see a significant boost
to tourism in East Gippsland, to accommodation and to
the uptake of the very generous hospitality and retail
opportunities that the area presents. The release of the
mulloway fingerlings has been supported by VRFish,
Fisheries Victoria and the East Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority. I thank everyone who was
there on the day, and I look forward to going back to
the area in the coming months to see how the fish have
grown.

Altona rail loop
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Last
week I attended a meeting of the Altona Loop Group. I
have been involved in this community campaign for the
last four years after the previous Liberal government
cut the timetable on the Altona loop. Regularly
passengers who use that particular piece of rail
infrastructure are dumped at Laverton because Metro
Trains Melbourne does not really care all that much
about passengers and just does not run the service.
Last week the Altona Loop Group again filled the RSL
club in Altona, and people were extremely grateful that
the local member, Minister Jill Hennessy, the member
for Altona in the Assembly, attended and gave them a
respectful hearing, but they were extremely
disappointed that, even though representatives of Public
Transport Victoria and Metro were in the room, they
could not tell them when the bypassing of stations
would stop and when the timetable would be renewed.
These people had been promised that after the regional
rail link was put in place the timetable would be
renewed and they would have a reasonable service
again. It is time that the government stepped up to the
plate and made sure that the timetable is restored and
the people who use the Altona loop get a service that is
comparable to that of the rest of the network.

Work experience
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today to speak about work
experience and its importance and value to young
people. Recently I had the pleasure of hosting a work
experience student, Salena, in my office. Salena, a
Victorian certificate of education student at Keilor
Downs College, gave up a week of her term 3 holidays
to undertake work experience with me to help develop
her understanding of Parliament and the kind of work
that takes place here.
During her time at my office Salena assisted with
research on the issues pertaining to the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
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2015, accompanied me in meetings with constituents,
contributed to discussions at staff meetings and even
assisted in drafting this members statement.
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local traders, plastic bag usage in the town has
decreased by 23 per cent in the last eight months. It is a
great effort, and congratulations go to the students and
staff at Barwon Heads Primary School.

In her own words, Salena said:
I’ve explored the different issues that are happening in
Victoria which I never knew about. I’ve learnt a lot about the
current issues around rate capping, national parks,
construction and ‘No jab, no play’.

Being one of the very few VCE students at her school
who voluntarily undertook work experience, Salena
said:
It has given me an important opportunity. In school I study
English, global politics, sociology, psychology, history and
legal studies. Doing work experience has allowed me to bring
my school subjects to life. It’s an enjoyable and educational
way of learning.

I encourage all my parliamentary colleagues to host
work experience students. We are in a position to
provide our young constituents with a very valuable
experience. Why not make the most of it?

Lorne Kindergarten
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I congratulate
Lorne Kindergarten on being recognised at the
ResourceSmart Education Awards as the 2015 early
childhood service of the year. Sustainability Victoria’s
ResourceSmart Education Awards recognise Victorian
schools, early childhood services, students and teachers
for outstanding sustainability projects. A record number
of over 180 entries were received this year from more
than 100 education services across the state.
Winning the highly coveted early childhood service of
the year award is fantastic recognition for the Lorne
Kindergarten community. Parents, along with educators
Michelle Danks and Alyce Stribling, developed Junior
Earthlings, an original play-based science and
sustainability program designed to equip children with
lifelong sustainability skills and a comprehensive
scientific understanding of the natural world. Lorne
Kindergarten will now work with Sustainability
Victoria towards the goal of becoming Victoria’s first
5-star ResourceSmart early childhood service.

Barwon Heads Primary School
Mr RAMSAY — I also congratulate Barwon Heads
Primary School, which recently won the junior
Landcare team award for its role in promoting the local
environment campaign Let our Sea be Plastic Bag Free.
Students asked the business providing their lunch
orders to do so in environmentally friendly bags. This
eliminated nearly 10 000 plastic bags, and together with

Box Hill Institute Lilydale campus
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to
congratulate the new operator of the Lilydale TAFE
campus. The announcement was made yesterday by the
Premier, the Minister for Training and Skills and the
member for Monbulk in the Assembly, the Minister for
Education. The new operators of the campus are Box
Hill Institute, Deakin University and William Angliss
Institute. An exciting development is that those new
operators will be able to accept students from the start
of the 2016 academic year. Importantly, the new
operators will join in a partnership, work together with
operators already on the campus and work towards
providing a highly integrated education offering right
across the spectrum of services. This will provide
important access to students in the outer east in areas
such as tourism and hospitality — the industries of the
future.
I want to also mention those services that are already
operating on the campus, Melba Support Services, and
to say that an additional point made by the Minister for
Education yesterday was that a new tech school will
also be located on the campus. It will truly be a wide
spectrum of education services provided. I want to
single out the Minister for Training and Skills for
delivering such a good outcome and also the local
member, Minister Merlino, who campaigned so hard
for this outcome. It is a great outcome for the local
community that will deliver for current and future
students for years to come.

Anti-Poverty Week
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — Last
week, as many members were aware, was Anti-Poverty
Week. It was a week to encourage Australians to
participate in events that highlight what is needed to
overcome the issue of poverty and to recognise the
hardship that is faced not only here but overseas.
Despite enormous economic growth, poverty continues
to increase in Australia. In October 2014 the Australian
Council of Social Service released a new report
revealing that poverty is growing, with an estimated
2.5 million people, or 13.9 per cent of all people living
in Australia, living below the accepted poverty line. I
certainly know we feel that in Northern Metropolitan
Region.
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Poverty disproportionally affects marginalised people.
Whilst there are some dedicated individuals working
towards decreasing poverty in Australia — and I was
fortunate enough to meet a number of them last
week — much needs to be done. I had the great
opportunity to serve lunch at St Mary’s House of
Welcome in Fitzroy. It sees about 80 people every
morning and a similar number of people at lunchtime
every day. For $2 you get a three-course meal and
silver service by volunteers. You sit down at a table and
you are served quite a delightful meal. It is about
instilling some respect. It is about bringing people into
a service that is clean, modern and effective.

Warrnambool Base Hospital
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I would like to
congratulate Matthew Guy, the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place, along with Mary
Wooldridge, the shadow Minister for Health, and the
Liberal candidate for the Assembly electorate of
South-West Coast, Roma Britnell, for their
announcement in Warrnambool on Wednesday of last
week that the Liberal Party remains committed to the
$100 million stage 2 upgrade of the Warrnambool Base
Hospital. Roma Britnell understands the critical need
for the stage 2 upgrade as she worked at the
Warrnambool Base Hospital during the late 1980s.
Despite significant population growth in Warrnambool
and surrounding communities, the operating theatres in
the hospital have not been upgraded since then. The
coalition did of course fund and complete stages 1 and
1A of the Warrnambool hospital, and that is evidence
that yet again only the coalition stands up for the good
people of the South-West Coast electorate.

Don Chambers
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I wish to use my
members statement today to pay tribute to two of the
north’s shining stars who were lost in the last fortnight.
Indigo shire councillor Don Chambers died suddenly
while holidaying in Rome at the age of 78.
Cr Chambers was serving his fourth term on Indigo
council, having held the position of mayor in 1999 and
2000 and served for 10 years as the national chairman
of Keep Australia Beautiful. It was only in the last
sitting week that he rang me on Tidy Towns matters.
Cr Chambers was also a life member of the Victorian
Local Governance Association. He was a proud
member of The Nationals, as well as a passionate
member of the Rutherglen Historical Society and
Rutherglen Landcare. He served on the board of the
North East Victorian Regional Waste Management
Group and was its chair for four years. He also worked
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with EcoRecycle Victoria, Sustainability Victoria and
North East Water and was a committee member of the
water and Landcare advisory committees for the North
East Catchment Management Authority.
His years of heartfelt advocacy and committed
representation of Rutherglen and of the wider
north-eastern Victorian community will long be
remembered.

Mary McLeod
Ms SYMES — Mary McLeod from Benalla was a
woman with volunteerism as her middle name. For
decades she delivered Meals on Wheels and worked in
the St Vincent de Paul op shop and the Citizen’s
Advice Bureau. She has been recognised for her years
of commitment on the information desk of the Benalla
Art Gallery as well as her endless unpaid roles within
the Catholic Church. Her tireless devotion to helping
others has had an immense impact on the community
and has certainly had a massive impact on my life, my
views, my goals and my aspirations, as Mary McLeod
was my grandmother.

Daniher’s Drive
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Last Friday
Bendigo played host to Daniher’s Drive. Over
600 people, some who were on the four-day drive but
many who were not, descended on the All Seasons
hotel in Bendigo for an event to raise awareness and
money for Neale Daniher’s drive to find a cure for
motor neurone disease (MND). Whilst we have been
working on this event for over six months, it was a
credit to all concerned that it was a such a huge success.
It was yet another example of Bendigo coming together
to get behind a great cause. Bryan Coghlan from 3BO
helped promote the night, and various businesses
attended planning meetings and put their hands up to
take tables when we asked them to do so. I would like
to thank Linda in my office, who was able to assist with
the bookings, information and logistics to ensure that
Neale knew exactly how the sales were proceeding and
how the preparation was coming together.
The night itself was a real hit, with Brian Taylor
interviewing Billy Brownless and then Gary Lyon. The
three celebrities were given a standing ovation when it
was realised that they were donating their services to
make the night a success. The four Daniher brothers,
Terry, Anthony, Neale and Chris, along with young
Bomber Joe, were interviewed together about growing
up on the farm at Ungarie. The Daniher wit was
endless, and the night was priceless. Daniher’s Drive,
including the fundraiser in Bendigo, has raised over
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$1 million, which has been added to the $2.5 million
raised during the Freeze MND event at the MCG in
June. Neale is taking this action in the knowledge that it
is extremely unlikely it will ever help him. He is raising
this money so that when one of us gets struck down
with MND or when one of our children gets struck
down with MND, there may be a cure in the future.

JOTA-JOTI
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — Last weekend I
attended the JOTA-JOTI — Jamboree on the
Air-Jamboree on the Internet — at Bell Park scout
camp at Nyora. This official event connecting cub
scouts and joey scouts takes place all over the world in
October every year.
I would like to acknowledge and praise the leaders of
the South Gippsland district, who along with senior
scouts and helpers give freely of their time to enable
our youth to participate in valuable, positive and
engaging events. The skills learnt through the scouting
movement include taking responsibility for self, an
appreciation for the environment, problem solving,
learning by doing and social inclusiveness. Leaders are
highly trained and make an incredible commitment to
our youth and their wellbeing.
Recently we have heard about the horrors regarding our
youth and the insidious drug ice. It is widely recognised
that a lack of connectedness to people and communities
and socialisation is a risk factor for our youth turning to
drugs. At a forum in Gippsland, police Superintendent
Brad Dixon highlighted the need for early intervention
programs to prevent initial use and addiction.
The scouting movement embodies positive interaction,
self-worth, self-reliance and self-resilience as well as
community spirit and the importance of being a team
player. I thank District Commissioner Sue Kemp for
her ongoing passion and commitment and encourage
people who may be willing to give up some of their
time to get involved in scouting, which is a rewarding
way to make a positive difference in our communities.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(IMPROVED GOVERNANCE) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 September; motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to talk to the Local Government
Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill 2015. This
bill has had a long history. Going back to 2014, the then
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Minister for Local Government, Tim Bull, the member
for Gippsland East in the Assembly, levering off work
done by the previous minister, the
Honourable Jeannette Powell, introduced in the lower
house a bill that was remarkably similar to this one,
which sought to improve the governance of councils. It
sought to improve the practice and procedures of
councils in the interests of good governance and of
better outcomes for our communities.
At the outset I say that the coalition will be supporting
the bill but will seek to make some amendments — —
Mr Dalidakis — Some or one?
Mr DAVIS — One substantive and a number of
consequential.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Yes; it is all fine. It is important to
put on the record at the start the support that the
coalition has for local government. It is a tier of
government that is close to the people, represents
communities and provides services and support to and
is very focused on delivering for its communities. I
made the point at a recent meeting of councillors,
mayors and shire presidents that Victoria has a unique
model of local government nationally. It is a model
which we strongly support and which is precious and
needs to be nurtured and strengthened.
There are many lessons for us in how local government
implements its objectives. Often a state government
seeks to achieve a range of aims and objectives, but it
relies on local government to achieve those at a state
level. Increasingly we have to be thoughtful about the
impositions on and challenges for local government
because of its capacity to deliver. It has significant but
not endless capacity. Councillors and council officers
across the state talk at great length about cost shifting
and challenges. I make absolutely clear in a bipartisan
way that this is not something that is unique to the new
government; it has applied for a longer period. I know
the Acting President understands what I am saying. It is
something that ultimately as a state and as respecters of
local government we need to come to grips with.
The main purpose of the bill is to enhance standards
and behaviour across local government. It picks up and
deals with codes of conduct, mandatory internal
resolution procedures and important steps to ensure that
codes of conduct are adopted — all of which are
changes that are common to the bill that was put
forward last year. They are in this bill, and they are
strongly supported. I note that the amendments will also
strengthen the powers of the chief municipal inspector
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and allow for a minister to seek an order in council to
stand down problematic councillors. There have been a
number of cases around the state where problematic
councillors have led to the dismissal of a whole council.
In that sense the bill is a significant improvement. It
gives the minister significant power and, consequent to
that, significant responsibility to act with integrity and
honour in the way these issues are managed. The way
forward is such that we can end up with a better
outcome.
I place on record my disappointment that the previous
opposition did not support the bill that was introduced
in the Legislative Assembly last year. The bill in its
earlier form could have been law now and used broadly
in the state. As I understand it, it was not that the then
opposition had specific objections to the bill on a broad
front. Its members may have had one or two objections,
but as I understand it they were not deeply opposed to
the bill in its essence. The bill could have proceeded if
they had behaved in a way that was focused on the best
outcomes for the Victorian community. As I have said,
I put on record my disappointment at the behaviour of
the then opposition leader, Daniel Andrews, and the
member for Bendigo East, Jacinta Allan, in the lower
house and the series of steps — —
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, Acting
President, besides the fact that the member has reflected
poorly on another member of Parliament, I point out
that the previous coalition government never put this
piece of legislation on the government business
program, so he is misleading the house.
Mr DAVIS — That is not true.
Mr Dalidakis — Yes, it is true.
Mr DAVIS — This administration would have — —
Mr Dalidakis — No, it was never on the
government business program. You did not put it
forward.
Mr DAVIS — Let me be very clear here. The
shenanigans in the lower house in the last period of the
Parliament, put forward by Labor, put forward by
Jacinta Allan, put forward by Daniel Andrews are
legendary.
Mr Dalidakis — Be honest!
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I am on my feet. Would Mr Dalidakis like a ruling on
his point of order?

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

Mr Dalidakis — That would be lovely. Thank you,
Acting President.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
There is no point of order, and I ask Mr Davis to come
back to the motion and the bill at hand.
Mr Dalidakis — Don’t be clear, be honest.
Mr DAVIS — I thank you, Acting President, noting
the — —
Mr Dalidakis — Do try it. It will be new for you, I
know.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member just raised a point of order,
which you ruled was not a point of order, and
immediately then proceeded to reflect on the member
on his feet. More importantly, I actually want to hear
the debate, and at the moment he is drowning out the
contribution that I wish to follow. I ask that you bring
him to order. If he wants to speak, he can put his name
on the list.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
There is no point of order, but I remind members that
every member has the right to be heard in the house,
and I ask Mr Davis to continue.
Mr DAVIS — The history of the bill is important to
understanding the steps that the coalition will take with
respect to the bill. If the coalition’s similar bill had not
been enmeshed in the misbehaviour in the Legislative
Assembly in the last Parliament, it would have been
law well before the conclusion of the Parliament at the
end of last year. That is the simple fact of the matter.
There is one aspect of the bill that was not brought
forward by the current government. It relates to the
decision of the previous government to seek to insert
matters around an employment matters committee. We
will seek to amend the bill to achieve that employment
matters committee. At this point it is probably worth
me circulating my amendments so that the chamber can
see and discuss the amendments.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr DAVIS
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Mr DAVIS — The essence of the main amendment
is that the chief executive officer employment matters
committee would be created. Councils would be
required to establish such a committee. The committee
would be an advisory committee. It would be
constituted by a chairperson and at least two
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councillors. The chairperson of the committee would
not be a councillor or a member of council staff, but
they would be suitably qualified. The functions of that
committee would be to make recommendations to
council on contractual matters relating to the chief
executive officer, including the appointment of the
CEO, their remuneration and extensions to their
employment; to conduct performance reviews of the
CEO; and to perform other prescribed functions and
responsibilities.
The key point here is that this would bring a greater
independence and transparency to the appointment and
reappointment of chief executives. This is the most
important appointment that is made by most councils. It
is a very significant appointment, because a good chief
executive strengthens the position of a council
massively. It is important in terms of transparency.
Having an external person as the chair of that
committee would mean that a better outcome is likely
to be achieved, in the same way as audit committees
routinely have external members, who are able to
provide independence, oversight and a set of
arrangements that enable a better audit function to be
discharged. In that way this committee, in having an
external person as chair, would be in a position to
produce better outcomes for the council.
We have seen some poor appointments. It is not my
proposal today to run through a list of rogues or a sorry
gallery, but rather I will say that many of us can point to
examples where appointments have not been got right
by councils. This process would assist in strengthening
that appointment process. Of course no human system
is perfect and no human system leads to foolproof
outcomes, but you can by good procedure, by good
structures, get better outcomes. I have a very high
regard for the CEOs who provide magnificent service
across the 79 councils in this state. I think these CEOs
are in many cases the linchpins of our council
bureaucracies, and they provide the guidance and
strength to lead to very good outcomes. Unlike some
others, I am not going to spend my time attacking the
competence and integrity of many of our CEOs. By and
large I find them to be a high-quality group of people
with extremely high levels of competence and also to
be people of whom the community can be justifiably
proud. This is a step that will strengthen the position of
good CEOs. Good CEOs will thrive under a system of
independence of this type — of greater transparency
and scrutiny. They will also be more easily reappointed
when they have done a good job, and the community
will have greater confidence in the appointment process
and the steps that are taken in the appointment of
CEOs.
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I want to return to a number of other aspects of the bill
and indicate our support for the councillor conduct
panel and the chief municipal inspector. I put on record
here, without rancour or attack, a note of caution about
the new arrangements that have been put in place by the
current government. I support the role of chief
municipal inspector as outlined in the bill, but the
government has chosen to take a number of the
integrity functions that are outlined in the Local
Government Act 1989 and place them in the
Department of Premier and Cabinet. It has also chosen
to place those with the Special Minister of State, the
Leader of the Government. I do not reflect on him
personally, but I believe that moving these integrity
functions into the Department of Premier and Cabinet
carries with it a risk in the long term. There is a
significant risk that an unscrupulous minister at a future
point could misuse the extraordinary sharpness of the
pyramid that is created by the chief municipal inspector
having integrity functions quarantined in a separate
department.
The appointment of the municipal monitors, those who
would go out and monitor, is very important. The
Municipal Association of Victoria has had a role in
these appointments in the past. It has taken, as it were,
the taxi principle, meaning the next cab off the rank has
been the one allocated to particular tasks. If there is any
undue interference in a neutral process, there is a risk
these important integrity functions will be politicised,
and I put on record my concern for caution in the long
run.
I welcome the prohibition of council discretionary
funds. I see the greater independence of audit
committees and the specification of chairs of audit
committees having a right to have a report placed on
the agenda at any council meeting as important steps
forward, very much like the appointment of CEOs.
When it comes to electoral reforms, we by and large
support these matters around a caretaker policy, we
support the matters around the exhibition voters roll and
the prevention of a person who is banned from being a
company director from being a candidate at an election
or continuing as a councillor and requiring councils, as
I say, to have that election period.
The coalition has consulted widely on this bill. I put on
the record my thanks to the Local Government
Professionals group in particular and also the Municipal
Association of Victoria and the Victorian Local
Governance Association. I also thank a range of
Victorian councillors who have given us significant
input on this bill. I put on the record my concern that
there are a number of issues around the electoral
reforms which have not been progressed through this
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step, and there are steps that could be taken which
would see better and fairer electoral outcomes.
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assistance grants — about $8 million. It is not much,
but there has not actually been a net cut like that which
has been put in place by the state government.

Mrs Peulich — Hear, hear!
Mr DAVIS — Mrs Peulich has certainly made this
point to me, and I will leave it to her to make a more
lengthy contribution on this.
Mr Leane — You should have let her go first.
Mr DAVIS — No, I am very happy, Mr Leane, to
have a number of people make a number of points.
The bill touches all areas of local government, but we
need to have integrity measures in place that ensure that
dummy candidates do not run in large numbers in the
forthcoming elections in 2016. The insertion of
how-to-vote cards in postal vote processes does not
help in that regard, and the concern is multiple dummy
candidates can appear and can influence the electoral
outcomes in a number of areas.
I note that parallel with this the government has
launched a process to review the Local Government
Act 1989 and, as I understand it, the Geelong and
Melbourne acts and also the MAV act, and I welcome
that review in general. The government is toying with a
number of doozies at the moment, and I will have more
to say about those as time goes on. But there is an
opportunity to get a better outcome. I note that the
Georgiou review made a number of recommendations
that appear not to have been a focus for the current
government, which in many respects is a pity because
that review had a great deal to contribute.
It is important to place in context the position of local
government. I put on the record some straightforward
figures that lay out where we are with local government
at this point. For the first time in quite a number of
years, possibly since I have been in Parliament, we
have seen a fall in state government funding of local
government — a fall on the straight budget figures of
$38 million. It would be $88 million if you took out the
$50 million for interface councils. That is a straight
fall — a cut — to councils of $88 million this year. Put
back the $50 million targeted at the 10 interface
councils and you still have a net fall of $38 million.
I hear the government bleat about me saying this, but
those are the cold, hard facts. The government tries to
point at the federal government, which has frozen the
assistance grants. I am on the record pointing out that I
never agreed with this and do not agree with the
freezing of the federal assistance grants; but I do put on
the record that there has been an actual increase in
money coming into the state under the federal

I point this out because in the context of local
government rate capping we are about to enter a phase
of state government rate capping, and you cannot be
legitimately, honestly capping rates at the same time as
tearing, scratching and ripping money out of key
council programs. I particularly single out the country
roads and bridges program, which has been an
incredibly important program for country Victoria —
$1 million a year to 40 councils times four years, so that
is $160 million we had committed to renew that
program. The new government has not renewed that
program and has cut the funding. That is $40 million
ripped out of country Victoria, out of council capacity
to build roads and bridges and give them predictability.
Councils loved this program because it was a
predictable program. They could schedule their
maintenance, they could schedule their work in a
predictable way into the future. They were not reliant
on going cap in hand to the state government — or
commonwealth government for that matter. I put on the
record the fact that whilst the commonwealth
government has frozen the federal assistance grants, it
has also recently pumped up — surged — the amount
of money that is coming through the federal roads
program. That will put significant money into the hands
of councils across country Victoria. It does not put
money uniformly into the hands of councils in country
Victoria, but unlike the state government there is a net
surge in money from the federal government when you
count the roads program versus a net fall in money
from the state government when you count these
important programs. It is important to place that on the
record.
In the context of rate capping, the government is also
proposing to pump up fees and charges, and we know
now that the government promised faithfully that they
would not be raised above indexation. Repeatedly the
Premier said he would not lift taxes, charges, levies;
there was a long list of them and they were all named in
various iterations. Let me tell the house that the fire
services levy (FSL) has come in and hit like an Exocet
missile from the side. It is a huge increase, way above
inflation. Mind you, in my own area of Southern
Metropolitan Region, council areas have seen increases
in the fire services levy of between 9 and 12 per cent.
When I went to school, the CPI at 1.1 per cent was a
long way from a 9 and 12 per cent rise — 7.2 per cent
statewide. It is a significant surge in the fire services
levy from a government that promised it would not lift
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rates, taxes, charges, levies — any of them — beyond
the indexation in the CPI.
I am here to tell members that the CPI to 30 June was
1.1 per cent. We have seen council rates rise statewide
by 3.8 per cent this financial year and the government
breach its clear election commitment to introduce rate
capping at the CPI. Whether you think it is a good idea
or a bad idea — many councillors have put the view to
me very strongly that the CPI is not a good indicator of
council costs, and of course there is a strong point to be
made there — unfortunately for the Labor Party and
more broadly the CPI was the specific promise that was
made by Daniel Andrews in May 2014. He said Labor
would cap rates at the CPI.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Labor put out a lot of material on
this, and I think people heard it. We did not win the
election; the Labor Party won the election. It is now in
government, and now it is its task to introduce the
solemn promise it made to the Victorian electorate to
cap rates at the CPI. The CPI was 1.1 per cent. It is not
some concocted — I was going to say BS — index or
manufactured index that has been put together by the
goons down at the Essential Services Commission.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Goons. I think the material they have
produced on rate capping is weak and shoddy. I think
they are patsies of the Labor Party, and I do not think
they have acted with sufficient independence and rigour
on this matter. That is clear enough, is it not? I am not
mincing words there. I think the Essential Services
Commission has done itself no good in this process at
all. I think it needs to reflect closely.
Let me be quite clear: the Essential Services
Commission has got itself caught up in a whirlpool
with the Department of Treasury and Finance and so
forth, going round and round in circles, looking at
different indices, all of which have nothing whatsoever
to do with the CPI, which is released regularly by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics. The Victorian public
knows what the CPI is — they hear it come through on
the radio from time to time — and they know it has
nothing to do with a manufactured or concocted index
that some boffins down at the Essential Services
Commission have created. That is the fact of the matter.
They want to put a special index in there for salaries of
public servants in local government. It is absolutely true
that the salaries of public servants in local government
are a big part of local government’s cost structure, but
they have nothing much to do with the CPI, which was
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Labor’s promise on this matter. The now Premier
promised to cap rates at the CPI. I am going to say
again so that the chamber understands it: cap rates at
the CPI. The CPI is a known index. It was 1.1 per cent.
In the first year the government has broken its promise.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS — Mr Dalidakis laughs, but he also
laughed when I raised the matter of an 11 per cent rise
in rates for small businesses in Monash that have been
absolutely hammered. Let us be clear about this: there
was a massive rise in the City of Monash and then an
11 per cent rise for small businesses in the City of
Monash. What a disgraceful implementation of ‘We
will cap rates at the CPI’. The CPI was 1.1 per cent. It
is a long way from 11 per cent, Mr Dalidakis, and
businesses know it.
What I say to the Victorian people very clearly is, ‘Get
your calculators out. Get your rate notices for this year
and for last year, have a look at the FSL. Tell me if it is
1.1. Ring me, email me and say, “My FSL has gone up
1.1 per cent”, and then look at the council rate and see
if that has gone up 1.1 per cent’.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Cap rates at the CPI was the
promise — cap rates at the CPI. They can do the
calculations. You can do the calculations in Monash,
you can do the calculations in Nillumbik, you can do
the calculations all across the state — —
Mrs Peulich — How about the Assembly seat of
Bentleigh?
Mr DAVIS — People in the seat of Bentleigh could
do the calculations. Cap rates at the CPI.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Let me be quite clear: this
government promised to cap rates at the CPI.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, a witty, intelligent interjection is always
welcome, even though it may be unparliamentary, but
the consistent haranguing by the minister on the front
bench is out of bounds, and I ask that you draw him
into line.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
I uphold the point of order. I ask the minister to stop the
persistent haranguing and let Mr Davis be heard.
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Mr DAVIS — As, Acting President, you will know,
none of us have seen the legislation, as yet, that the
government will bring forward, but let me just be clear:
in the first year it has not implemented its policy to cap
rates at the CPI. Section 185 of the Local Government
Act 1989 clearly gives the power to the minister. It has
been used before, and it could have been used this year,
but instead the Minister for Local Government chose as
an early act to break the government’s election pledge to
cap rates at the CPI. She failed at hurdle 1. At hurdle 2
she thought she would send this off to the Essential
Services Commission to concoct and manufacture some
strange and made-up index that no-one has ever heard
of. Let us face it: the more you read it, the more you
look at it, the more you scratch your head and think,
‘Gosh, the boffins there — how did they come up with
that?’.
Mrs Peulich — Creatively.
Mr DAVIS — Creatively? Let us be honest: it is a
simple matter. The CPI is what the government
promised, and then it said there would be a variation
process so councils would be able to apply for a
variation. Now the Essential Services Commission has
created a complex process it is recommending. It will
be very expensive. Small rural councils will get it in the
neck. It will even be unpleasant for large city councils.
In my view the only councils that will apply on a
regular basis are those that have a capital project that
requires some variation and would be worthy over a
number of years of the large legal, administrative and
consultancy costs that will be generated through this
variation process. Small increases on modest amounts
would not satisfy the logic of preparing variation
materials and the cost of consultancies and boffins, dare
I say it, to achieve the outcomes that they would want.
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Government Amendment (Improved Governance)
Bill 2015 is quite a simple bill in its application but it is
very important. Its primary purpose is, obviously, to
amend the Local Government Act 1989 to enhance the
understanding of councillors in relation to the standards
of conduct expected of them, improve the governance
standards of councils, provide for the appointment of
the chief municipal inspector and municipal monitors,
provide for the resolution of allegations of councillor
misbehaviour and strengthen the integrity of municipal
elections.
In breaking that down, councillors I deal with —
whether or not they have a political affiliation with a
political party — would be encouraged by this bill. The
bill is here to enhance the governance standards of
councils by defining the role of the council and the role
of the mayor and to provide a mechanism for the
minister to intervene and stand down an individual
councillor where their misconduct amounts to a threat
to health and safety or to obstructing council business.
We know that can happen from time to time but, in
saying that, I think we would all agree that most
councillors give up their time for very little recompense
and most of them are serious about the areas and wards
they represent.
On defining the role of the mayor, it is a shame that the
bill could not go as far as defining the type of T-shirt
certain mayors should clad themselves in, particularly
after the mayor of the City of Greater Geelong’s recent
appalling effort. I suggest that anyone accompanying
him in future should be wearing a T-shirt that says, ‘I’m
with stupid’. That was an outrageous effort by him.

This process will work against country councils. That is
the reality. But the sad outcome is that the government
appears to be setting itself to break its promise in full —
not even to delay it a year and break it in the first year
but to break it in full. We will watch closely what is
brought forward. The main amendment the opposition
is proposing is a modest amendment. It is an
amendment that we think will improve governance, it is
an amendment that we think is responsible in terms of
costs and it is an amendment that we think will give
greater confidence to and transparency for the
community.

I will touch on some of the points that Mr Davis made.
Mr Davis said that the previous government created a
similar bill which the opposition at the time blocked. I
think Mr Davis was trying to indicate that the previous
opposition, led by the current Premier, voted against a
bill that was presented to the Parliament. The reality is
that that legislation was never put on the Legislative
Assembly’s government business program and never
presented by the then government, so it was completely
impossible for the then opposition to oppose or vote for,
amend or do anything with that bill. For Mr Davis to
indicate that the opposition blocked any piece of
legislation on this issue is a complete lie to the
chamber, but I do not think we should be too surprised
by that.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is always
interesting to follow Mr Davis. He makes speeches
where you think he is about to finish and then he finds a
second wind. It is not necessarily a good wind; usually
it is a foul wind that he manages to find. The Local

Mr Davis indicated during his contribution his issues
around rate capping. Maybe the next opposition
speakers might give us some clarity on their position on
rate capping. I find Mr Davis’s position very confusing.
Only months ago he was on 3AW, I think, spruiking
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that he was right behind rate capping. He wanted it to
come in earlier. You can tell by his contribution today
that he is not happy with the Andrews government’s
process in staging this policy, but I think in fairness to
councils — —
Mrs Peulich — ‘Staging’! That is massaging the
words.
Mr LEANE — It is not massaging it at all. The
implementation date of this legislation is well known. It
would be great if the opposition actually clarified what
its members believe regarding rate capping, whether
they are for or against it. It is very difficult to tell from
their spokesperson where they are at. We find it quite
confusing, and it would be great to know what their
position is.
Mr Davis harps on about supposed Andrews
government funding cuts to councils, but he failed to
mention the $200 million of federal funding cuts to
Victorian councils. I would like to hear Mr Davis take
some position on that.
As far as Mr Davis’s amendment goes, the government
will not be supporting it. We think it is important that
councils have an opportunity to have a say in who the
chief of staff should be — —
Mrs Peulich — No, no, no — we are talking about
the chief executive officer.
Mr LEANE — Same thing. Let us not split hairs on
what the Cs are, okay?
Mrs Peulich — Wash your mouth out with soap.
Mr LEANE — We had a bit of that last night, and I
think we have had enough. We think that the
amendment adds another layer of bureaucracy. There
are concerns from stakeholders about who will be the
independent arbitrator, who can be in charge of a
council and arbitrate for councillors who they have to
have as their lead officer. I think it is very important
that they get the chance to appoint that position
themselves. Most of the time councillors will get the
right fit as they see it at the time, unlike perhaps the odd
mayor who is imposed upon them. In closing, I fully
support this bill and hopefully it will have a speedy
passage through this chamber.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It is always a
delight to follow Mr Leane’s contribution because it
provides a little more frivolity to my contribution. As
Mr Davis has indicated, the coalition is supporting the
bill with proposed amendments. No doubt that will be
discussed later, even though I understand that the
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amendments have been circulated in the chamber. As
has been indicated in previous contributions, the Local
Government Amendment (Improved Governance)
Bill 2015 amends the Local Government Act 1989 to
improve the governance standards of councils, amend
arrangements for local government elections and
provide for other matters, to amend the City of
Melbourne Act 2001 to repeal part 4A of that act, and
to consequentially amend the City of Greater Geelong
Act 1993, the City of Melbourne Act 2001, the
Electoral Act 2002 and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 and for other
purposes.
As has been indicated by members on this side of the
house, this bill is very similar to one introduced and put
on the notice paper by the coalition government in
relation to governance matters for councils and was
borne out of quite an extensive review in 2013 looking
at councillor conduct. That was certainly supported by
members of the public, who had seen displays of poor
behaviour within council between councillors and
because there appeared to be a lack of tools or
mechanisms for a mayor to bring councillors who were
behaving poorly into line in a manner befitting their
position. After that review process a public discussion
paper was put out, returned and collated, and
subsequently a bill was introduced in the previous
Parliament. As we know, history will record that the
bill was never brought to fruition because of the antics
of the Labor Party in the Assembly. Nevertheless the
coalition laid the groundwork and the framework, and
that is what we see today in a slightly different form.
Although I have had no experience as a councillor, my
grandfather was the mayor of what was then the Colac
shire — —
Mr Finn — As was mine.
Mr RAMSAY — As was yours, Mr Finn. There
might have been a Mr Finn and a Mr Ramsay sitting
together in the chamber rooms of the Colac shire.
Nevertheless in those days our respective grandfathers
took their roles very seriously in providing
chairmanship of the councillors they were overseeing
and in representing the communities of their
municipality. They did it seriously, methodically, with
great judgement and local knowledge and with
considerable support from the constituency they were
representing.
From my recent experience as a member of Parliament
overseeing Western Victoria Region, I believe most
councils in my region are not behaving in the manner
previously seen in past decades. In fact I cannot think of
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one council within the Western Victoria Region where
there has not been some associated problem with the
conduct of councillors representing their constituencies.
My hope is that with the introduction and the passing of
this bill there will be an improvement in behaviour,
conduct and accountability of those who wish to take
the position of councillor or mayor of the municipality
they represent. I also note that this bill does not cover
council staff or the conduct that council officers provide
to their roles and responsibilities in relation to their
positions.
Mrs Peulich — It is under federal legislation.
Mr RAMSAY — Thank you, Mrs Peulich, for your
contribution. I am sure you are going to make another
one very shortly.
I make the point that the missing provision in this bill is
what the proposed amendments provide, which
Mr Leane did not quite get right. The bill before us
differs from the foreshadowed 2014 bill in that the 2014
bill required all councils to establish a chief executive
officer employment matters committee chaired by an
independent person with relevant expertise to oversee
and provide advice to council on all matters regarding
employment of the chief executive officer, including
appointment, termination, extension of a CEO’s
contract and the conduct of performance reviews. The
2015 bill does not do this. Hence the proposed
amendments, which reinstate the chief executive officer
employment matters committee in the bill.
Also, the electoral reforms proposed in the 2015 bill
were not part of the 2014 bill. As indicated by
Mr Davis, I am looking forward to a review of the
Local Government Act. I sit on the parliamentary
committee Mr Davis chairs which is looking at rate
capping and other matters affecting local government.
The committee is considering issues arising from the
impost of rate capping without additional
supplementary funding. This particularly affects the
rural councils I represent, which under the previous
government received over $160 million from the
country roads and bridges program — $1 million per
year — but are now not receiving that funding. They
have been asked to not only cap their rates but also to
look for efficiencies within council activities —
something which I do support. However, at the same
time some of the very supportive grant funding that
provided councils with an assured revenue to deliver
the ongoing maintenance and upgrade of significant
road networks in rural municipalities has been taken
away. They are going to be under extreme pressure.
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The purpose of the bill is to amend the Local
Government Act and, as I said, to enhance the standards
of governance and behaviour across local government.
The key changes will include requiring newly elected
councillors to make a declaration that they will abide by
the councillor code of conduct, introducing a
mandatory internal resolution procedure with councils
and making improvements to the councillor conduct
panels. The bill also encourages councils to take
responsibility for resolving conduct issues internally, if
possible, by strengthening internal councillor codes of
conduct. It does that in three ways. Firstly, councils will
be required to review and adopt their codes within four
months of an election, and a special meeting will be set
aside for that purpose. Secondly, councils will be
required to have an internal resolution procedure within
codes that make it clear to all councillors how
allegations of breaches of the code will be handled.
Thirdly, councils will be able to impose sanctions when
finding that a breach of the code has been made
following an internal resolution procedure. I will not go
through all that detail; it has been mentioned already in
the debate on this bill.
The bill also defines the roles of a councillor and a mayor
for the first time. The role of a councillor, as set out in the
bill, involves participating in the decision-making of the
council, representing the local community in that
decision-making and contributing to the strategic
direction of the council. The role of mayor includes
providing guidance to councillors about what is expected
of them as councillors and supporting good working
relations between councillors. It also includes acting as
the principal spokesperson for the council and carrying
out civic and ceremonial duties.
That gives me the entree to raising a matter Mr Leane
raised in his contribution about the current City of
Greater Geelong and the Local Government Act 1989.
It was the coalition that actually listened to the public
and the community of Geelong. The coalition
supported the Committee for Geelong in its priority of
having a model structure that directly elects the mayor,
and it helped with the significant public consultation
with the government of the day through David Morris,
the member for Mornington in the Assembly and the
then Parliamentary Secretary for Local Government,
who did a significant amount of work in making sure
that the community of Geelong was engaged in relation
to a preferred model and structure. That went through,
and history will show that Cr Darryn Lyons was elected
as the directly elected mayor — easily elected, I might
add, with a significant primary vote — and that the
provisions within that act provided for a review process
which the government is now reluctant to carry out.
However, the government is indicating that it will carry
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out a review under the terms of the act itself prior to the
2016 election.

work Cr Lyons is trying to do on behalf the city of
Geelong.

The matter Mr Leane raised gives me an opportunity to
say how very disappointed I was to see the member for
Geelong in the other place, Christine Couzens, take the
political opportunity to criticise Cr Lyons for wearing a
T-shirt at an Oktoberfest activity on a weekend when he
was not representing the council as mayor in a formal
sense. She then managed to rally Trades Hall and her
Socialist Left colleagues on the council to have a mini
rally outside council chambers to try to have Cr Lyons,
the mayor, resign. This is just total nonsense.
Ms Couzens has done this a number of times in the
chamber. Under parliamentary privilege she has been
more than happy to use her position to criticise and
harangue the mayor of Geelong. I would like to take the
opportunity to say — —

The CEO’s responsibility for the organisational
structure and day-to-day management decisions of
council are also expanded by the bill. It provides that a
CEO must also ensure that council receives timely and
reliable advice about its legal obligations under the act
and any other legislation. This is all quite normal for a
CEO. I want to take the opportunity in the short time I
have left to acknowledge the hard work of councillors,
much maligned as they are. They are not overpaid.
Most work diligently on behalf of their constituents.
But in relation to council staff and salaries associated
with CEO positions, I believe they are out of control.

Mr Dalidakis — Really? You think it was worthy
of parliamentary privilege to say the T-shirt was
offensive?
Mr RAMSAY — I think it was a disgrace.
Ms Couzens was hiding behind parliamentary privilege,
criticising the mayor and being rude, arrogant and
dismissive of the mayor of Geelong. She did it in the
chamber; she would not do it to his face. I would like to
see that. She then ran a political campaign against the
mayor who was wearing a T-shirt and who agreed that
the writing on the T-shirt was not appropriate. Certainly
if he knew what the writing indicated, he would not
have worn it. But at the end of the day it was a T-shirt
with a picture of Madonna which is sold through many
thousands of shops, and to suggest that Cr Lyons
should resign on that basis was a disgrace and yet
another political opportunity Ms Couzens saw fit to
exploit.
Cr Lyons has done some extremely good work in
bringing new industry and new tourism opportunities to
the city of Geelong. Australian business numbers are up
by 40 per cent. The city is going through a transitional
period now and coping very well, given the loss of
Alcoa and Ford and some of our other heavy
manufacturing industries. If were not for Cr Lyons, we
would not see the significant increase there has been in
business and tourism trade through the Geelong region.
I thought it was dirty politics by Ms Couzens and her
Socialist Left councillors, who have done their very
best to obstruct the business of the Greater Geelong
City Council. My hope is that this bill will tidy up those
renegades within that council who are bullying and
creating mischief to impede the mayor’s vision and the

CEOs in the competitive market are now receiving
between $300 000 and $700 000. Small rural councils
that are trying to compete for a CEO who has the
required skills and knowledge are being priced out of
the marketplace. Instead of rate capping, I am almost of
the view that we should start looking at CEO salary
capping, because it is swelling out of control and
putting a huge impost on the budgets of councils now.
That has a flow-on effect: once you pay the CEO a
certain level of salary, then all the managers underneath
expect their salaries to go up with that sort of
increment. That is just outpricing the opportunity for
smaller councils that do not have the budgetary
opportunities of the bigger ones to get that sort of skill
base for the CEOs.
I do not have time for other matters, but I am happy to
see that there is a bill that will hopefully bring some of
these councils in line in relation to the roles,
responsibilities and conduct of councillors. Certainly
we are supporting this bill and the amendments
Mr Davis has foreshadowed.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to speak on the Local Government
Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill 2015, just as
I would have been pleased to speak on its predecessor
bill, the Local Government Amendment (Governance
and Conduct) Bill 2014. I have been sitting here quietly
comparing the two, and there are very few differences.
Let me say at the outset that the local government
sector has been largely unreformed, and as a result we
continue to see the sector underperforming. This is
really only the tip of the iceberg. There is much that
needs to be done and much that could be done to
improve the performance of the local government
sector, which I am very passionate about. I pay tribute
to the many councillors and council staff who work in
the sector, but I understand that there are many gaps
and deficiencies in it.
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There are problems with the Local Government
Act 1989, which the government is committed to
reviewing, but it is taking a ground zero approach,
throwing out the whole act and then coming back with
something that I think is the wrong approach. I do not
think the bill is a disaster, but it would be much better
to fix up the gaps and holes in the Local Government
Act as it is than to engage in a sector-wide consultation
of two years and probably come up with some sort of
model legislation, which might then be taken to a state
election and then take 10 years for the sector to bed
down. That is time lost in improving the performance
and accountability of the sector.
I pushed this reform agenda strongly behind the scenes
both in opposition and in government, and I was
pleased to see the local government electoral review
undertaken by the coalition government to improve the
democratic workings of local government and ensure
that the electoral system under which we choose our
local government representatives is fair and transparent
and promotes effective participation. The greatest
failing of this government to date, with the approach of
local government elections in 2016, is in not
reforming — quite simply and without any cost — the
local government electoral processes, in particular as
they apply to the inclusion of how-to-vote cards in the
mail packs of the approximately 69 councils that have
postal voting. When people see 30 council candidates in
a field, they turn off and unfortunately many of them
resort to using party brands to try to predict behaviour.
There has been much deception, and I believe that some
of the decisions taken in relation to deceptive material
and rolling that into the Defamation Act 2005 were
wrong. There is much deceptive material in and around
local government elections and we need a proactive and
effective way of dealing with it, because at the end of
the day, when voters are misled through lies and
misrepresentation, it perverts the system. Taking
how-to-vote cards out of postal packs is the right thing
to do. Then, if a candidate wishes to direct preferences,
they can do so at their own expense by having them
letterboxed. The biggest failing of this legislation,
which focuses on improving governance, is that it does
not make sure that the best candidates, the most
genuine candidates, are elected through council
elections, which will occur next year.
The bill considers councillor conduct and governance,
and I will come back to the substance of that. It
considers improved performance reporting, and a
former Minister for Local Government, Jeanette
Powell, did substantial work on that. In fact substantial
work was done under the Kennett government, when
the then minister, Robert McClelland, and I behind the

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

scenes — and I know that bureaucrats may not have
applauded the action — pushed for a performance
matrix that could be published so that we as ratepayers
could use it to judge the relative performance of our
councils. Of course Labor got rid of that. I place on the
record that the Kennett government introduced rate
capping plus CPI, and that that was opposed by Labor.
Learning from that experience, we felt that the most
important thing to focus on when it comes to improving
the performance of local governments was to improve
their efficiency and effectiveness.
The lack of leadership in the local government sector,
in particular by some of the lead agencies, including the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) and the
Victorian Local Governance Association, has let this
sector down. The office of local government could have
been more proactive as well. No-one has been
providing leadership on how to improve the capacity of
local councils. What leadership has there been, apart
from the work by the Essential Services Commission,
which Mr Davis referred to? What work has been done
to help our councils deal with the challenge of CPI
rates, whenever the government chooses to implement
them in whatever convoluted and confected way it is
approaching it? What leadership has been shown? Even
when it comes to councillor conduct, what templates
and what draft models have been devised to guide some
of this development work? What we do is wait for
disasters to happen and then try to take some lessons
from it, and I will come back to the substance of that.
We have failed to progress improved performance
reporting.
Coming back to the Labor Party’s rate capping policy,
it is popular because people do not want to pay higher
rates. They want to see value for their rates, they want
to see efficiency and they do not want to see waste, and
that cuts across all sectors, not just local government.
People do not like to see their money wasted. At the
end of the day, as Mr Davis has explained, CPI does not
reflect the cost of doing business in local government. It
is based on a basket of goods that has no bearing on the
local government sector. What is interesting, though, as
I mentioned before, is that many of the marginal seat
Labor MPs used electorate office budgets to promote
rate capping and also to criticise Tony Abbott, which
now would not pass the sniff test. It passed the sniff test
at the time, but I still believe each one of those MPs
should be returning that money.
In relation to reducing unnecessary red tape, I was
involved in the all-party inquiry into local economic
development initiatives in Victoria, and every business
we spoke to and every submission we received
identified local government as being a significant block
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to economic activity. We heard horrendous stories of
people waiting years on end to get a permit just to
increase their car parking spaces. When I look at the
agenda of the Kingston City Council — and I had the
opportunity of serving as a local councillor on its
predecessor council, the City of Moorabbin — I see
that some of the issues that we debated when I was a
councillor are still being debated. It is absolutely
appalling that such slow progress is being made in a
sector that could make a huge difference.
Another point I would like to make is that a problem
with the Local Government Act is that there are
breaches of it that carry no penalties. The inspectorate
decides that it will not proceed with poor conduct
because it has little opportunity of getting a conviction.
In my view the start of the review of the Local
Government Act should have been to identify those
breaches that carry no penalty and to impose penalties.
Unfortunately I think this legislation — and I will find
out during the committee stage — introduces new
breaches that still do not carry penalties. I am not sure
how that will make it easier to enforce.
I would also like to find out the cost of implementing
this measure. Have additional funds and resources been
made available to help the local government sector
improve its performance? There is a huge hole in the
lead role to support local government. The MAV has
failed dismally, and I am glad to see that the
composition of councillor conduct panels will be
broadened beyond just those approved by the MAV.
I will go to the specifics of the bill because I have little
time left. This is something I could speak on for hours
on end. There is a new offence of disclosing
confidential information. Concerns have been raised
with me that this could criminalise or discourage the
legitimate disclosure of confidential council
information by a councillor, perhaps by cooperating
with a police investigation or a council order, and I
hope this is addressed. There should be greater
separation between the chief municipal inspector and
the principal councillor conduct registrar. Given that
one is appointed by the other, there is concern that that
person may lack the independence to be able to
undertake their duties fully. The bill amends the current
rules for managing councillor conduct issues, with a
focus on supporting councils to manage behaviour
internally where possible, and I agree with that
direction.
However, there are substantial costs for councillors
who find themselves under some sort of allegation
where they cannot access legal advice, and there is a
lack of understanding of what constitutes an informal
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process and a formal process. In this space the office of
local government could take the lead by creating some
flowcharts and designating some characteristics of what
constitutes a process that I think in many instances
occurs as a result of sensitivities and flashpoints in a
democratic process.
There are concerns about improper direction of staff by
councillors. I know what that has meant in the past
when I was a councillor: picking up the phone to a
council officer three tiers down and saying, ‘Look, I
want this footpath fixed’ or, ‘I want this done’ and so
forth, which has huge implications for the council
budget and council operations. But in the instance of a
councillor acting as a chair in a committee and
interacting with a council officer who serves on that
committee, there need to be some guidelines about how
those interactions are managed.
I know there are typically councillor codes of conduct.
They are reviewed and councillors are expected to sign
up to them, but I think in many instances the council
staff codes of conduct, which I understand are governed
by federal legislation, are not reviewed to reflect the
changes made in the councillor codes of conduct. The
two need to be effective — they need to protect
councillors and council officers — and at the moment I
think the situation is unfortunately uneven.
The bill also provides a mechanism for the minister to
intervene and suspend individual councillors in
instances of misconduct that amount to a threat to
health and safety or obstructing council business. We
do not want to see this abused or misused. The minister
has a large capacity to intervene, and there is a risk that
this will be used politically. I would prefer to see a
councillor suspended than see an entire council that
may be otherwise effective dismissed. I do not think
that is workable for the system. I do have concerns that
this can be used, especially when you might have a
totally Labor-dominated council confecting
processes — —
Mr Dalidakis — Or a totally Liberal-dominated
council, like Wangaratta.
Mrs PEULICH — There has been bad behaviour.
There has certainly been bad behaviour by some of
those councils, but I am also aware of many others. The
reason I am aware is that sometimes people from one
faction of the ALP come to me with concerns about the
conduct of another faction of the ALP. In fact I have
two whole filing cabinets of documents about the
misconduct of Labor councillors across the south-east. I
am happy to revisit them.
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All I am trying to say is that these processes need to be
fair, they need to reflect due process and there needs to
be a clear understanding of what constitutes an informal
process and a formal process. I certainly support the
ability of a minister to take appropriate action, but I
stress that it must not be misused politically. The
clarification of appointment and employment
arrangements and of certain functions and reporting
obligations of the chief municipal inspectorate in
investigating and persecuting breaches of councillor
conduct is, I think, generally supported. Lastly, I
wholeheartedly support the amendment Mr David
Davis will be moving. Most councillors do not
understand the ramifications or the process.
I have concerns about contracts of chief executive
officers being rolled over from one term to another
excessively. I do in principle agree that perhaps one
rollover may be appropriate. I do not believe it should
be in perpetuity — that is my view, it is not a reflection
of a party position. I believe that, whilst some of those
salaries are huge, an outstanding chief executive officer
will be worth his weight in gold and save a lot of
money for a council. I highlight one person: John
Bennie, chief executive officer of the City of Greater
Dandenong. If we had a John Bennie in every council,
this sector would be very different. He is professional,
he leads his profession, he is a person who inspires
confidence amongst council officers and councillors,
and he is a person who I believe acts enormously as a
leader in the sector. A scientific mechanism for
spreading best practice in the local government sector is
something that would strengthen the sector itself. With
those few words, I thank the house for the opportunity
to speak on this bill.
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doing what people assume councils are only used for —
delivering maternal and child health care, collecting
waste and upholding local laws — ensure that their
communities receive exceptional service delivery. They
also ensure that community infrastructure and services
are continuously being developed to match
constituency growth and expectations.
Being a councillor is a privilege not a right, which is
why it must be protected. Being a councillor is an
opportunity to be democratically elected by the
community to represent their concerns and hopes for
their neighbourhoods in chambers — it is not an
opportunity for misbehaving councillors to destroy the
goodwill of the community or the majority of other
councillors and staff. At the moment it is too easy for
this to occur. This bill will start the process of fixing the
current system.
This bill is about getting tough on bad behaviour, and it
will allow councils to get back to the business of being
highly functional without the distraction of a few bad
apples. This is an urgent and much-needed change. The
current processes, which were implemented under the
former Labor government in 2008, enabled the
Municipal Association of Victoria to manage councillor
conduct; however, over the past seven years clear
evidence suggests that this has not worked as expected
and, based upon the opinion of the local government
sector, it is obvious that the current legislation does not
appropriately deal with councillor misconduct. Too
often I have heard stories of chamber meetings where
abhorrent behaviour has been shown towards both
constituents and council staff, from bullying and
intimidation to discrimination. This has to stop.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I am pleased
to make a brief contribution to the debate on the Local
Government Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill
2015. This is a very important bill that delivers on the
Andrews Labor government’s commitment to integrity,
improved councillor standards and good governance. I
commend the Minister for Local Government, who has
been very proactive and passionate about improving the
standards of governance across our state, for bringing
this bill to the Parliament.

I will make one more point. The members of the then
Labor opposition did not support the previous
government’s attempts at so-called reform because we
had many concerns, in particular about giving mayors
the ability to eject councillors, a power which we saw
could easily be abused to rig votes. Unlike the reforms
of the previous government, our reforms will encourage
councils to take responsibility for resolving conduct
issues immediately by strengthening internal codes of
conduct.

This bill is just another example of the government
getting on with the job by ensuring that councillors
across the state will also be getting on with the job of
effectively governing and improving their conduct for
the good of their communities. I doubt anyone in this
chamber would deny the importance of local
governments in Victoria, particularly highly
functioning ones. Currently there are 624 councillors
across 79 municipalities in Victoria who, aside from

This bill will also ensure that all councillors know and
understand in black and white what is required of them
and, as such, will ensure that their behaviours are in line
with the appropriate standards and expectations from
the outset of their term. This bill is an important step in
the right direction for reforming councillor conduct in
Victoria. I hope to see changes such as this one once the
government fulfils its promise to fully review the Local
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Government Act 1989. I commend this bill to the house
and wish it a speedy passage.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
in the debate on the Local Government Amendment
(Improved Governance) Bill 2015. This bill is designed
to improve governance standards for our municipalities
across Victoria, and certainly those municipalities
should be based on robust democracy and open and
transparent government and be accountable to their
communities. Our councils and shires are the voices of
our local communities and perhaps work more closely
with local communities than any tier of government.
Our councils and shires form a critical component of
our representative democracy. Although having strong
yet appropriate regulatory settings to support the good
conduct of elected councillors is vital, supporting local
government as a democratic institution is also vital.
As we know, and as we have heard already in other
contributions to the debate, there are 79 councils across
the state and several hundred councillors. It is very
important that the members of the public have
confidence in our councillors and the institution of local
government, for local government across Victoria is
responsible for the delivery of over 100 services to its
community, for billions of dollars of local infrastructure
and for providing human services to communities
across the state.
Another critical role played by local government is that
councillors are local leaders, a role that is particularly
elevated in times of crisis and of natural disaster.
Councillors play a key role in representing their
communities. Most councillors do fine work the
majority of the time, but a small handful have behaved
inappropriately or sometimes illegally, and sadly, those
councillors bring the entire sector down and mar the
entire sector by bad behaviour.
This bill makes certain changes to continue to improve
the governance requirements and procedures for
councils. The Greens are not opposed to this and
encourage representative democracy defined by
integrity, transparency and accountability. However, it
is equally important that appropriate checks and
balances are implemented.
In terms of the bill before us, the Greens have some
primary concerns. We are concerned that the proposed
amendments have not been accompanied by sufficient
consultation with the sector or with its peak bodies. In
terms of the representation of local government, it is
really important to bring local government peak bodies
on the journey and consult with them in relation to this.
There is a feeling in the sector that there has not been
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an appropriate level of consultation in relation to this
bill. In terms of the bill, procedural fairness and natural
justice may not be applied to investigations of
councillors, and the Greens are concerned about that.
The importance of interpretation and due process in the
definitions of misconduct, serious misconduct and
gross misconduct are a critical element of this bill and
in fact define those very matters into which councillors
may stray. There are concerns around the interplay
between the breaches of the code of conduct and
definitions of misconduct, serious misconduct and
gross misconduct; the impact on councils of the
Victorian Electoral Commission’s election and
enforcement expenses; the impact on councils and the
community of an election period policy; and the legal
protections for councillors who are the subject of claims
of bullying. These are the overarching concerns that the
Greens have with the bill, and I will certainly be
exploring them further in the committee stage of the
bill.
In terms of the bill, it will require newly elected
councillors to make a declaration that they will abide by
the councillor code of conduct. The bill clarifies the
role of the chief executive officer; modifies the
definitions of misconduct, serious misconduct and
gross misconduct; provides additional obligations
relating to the preparation and content of councillor
codes of conduct; clarifies and extends the role of
councillor conduct panels, including the capacity for
panels to hear serious misconduct matters; increases the
powers of the chief municipal inspector; allows the
minister to seek an order in council to stand down
problematic councillors; and makes changes to electoral
processes for the forthcoming local government general
elections scheduled for October 2016. In terms of some
of the specific matters raised, there are a number of key
issues for the Greens which will require further
explanation during the committee stage of the debate.
Clause 6 of the bill provides a list of the three roles of a
councillor and limits a councillor’s roles to the matters
listed. However, clause 7 inserts new section 73AA into
the principal act and takes a different approach in
relation to the role of mayor, which is a more inclusive
and not prescriptive list, so the Greens are interested in
exploring that matter further.
Clause 12 of the bill amends section 3(1) of the
principal act to insert a definition of bullying. The
Greens support that insertion, and we note that the
definition matches the definition at section 789FD of
the commonwealth Fair Work Act 2009. However,
there is an element of that definition that is different to
the Fair Work Act in that it does not include an
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exception from the definition of bullying for reasonable
management action carried out in a reasonable manner.
We are concerned that that may impact on councillors
in a way that it does not when it is applied in relation to
employees under the Fair Work Act.
In terms of clause 12, the definitions of gross
misconduct, misconduct and serious misconduct have
been significantly modified. The overall effect of what
the bill proposes is to remove the reference to a breach
of the councillor code of conduct and the principles of
councillor conduct from the definitions, and the Greens
ask why anyone would do that when the code of
conduct is such a critical part of the Local Government
Act in terms of defining how councillors behave in
representing their municipalities and their communities.
Clause 13 modifies the existing period of preclusion
from being a councillor from seven years to eight years
for councillors convicted of offences which would be
punishable by a term of imprisonment of two years as
opposed to five years under the current definition. The
Greens are interested to understand why that change
has been made.
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impacting negatively on a councillor or a community
during the election period.
In terms of the code of conduct, we certainly agree that
it is completely appropriate for councillors to sign on to
a code of conduct. It is a very good physical way for
councillors to understand that there is a code of
conduct. We also support the notion of reviewing codes
of conduct, particularly so that new councillors can own
their code of conduct and understand the criteria around
it.
In looking at codes of conduct generally I draw on my
time as a Yarra Ranges shire councillor. The code of
conduct at Yarra Ranges Shire Council stretched, I
think, to some 12 pages and also included a code of
ethics because governance was of great concern to us. I
note curiously that the code of conduct for members of
Parliament is one and a half pages of text. Perhaps we
just need to bear in mind the impost we put on local
government that we do not actually embrace ourselves.

In terms of the ability to stand down individual
councillors, we support that as a good way forward
because in the past we have seen good councillors
sacked along with bad councillors. There have been
In relation to investigating matters prior to the minister
three councils sacked in recent times, and I particularly
exercising the power to stand down, the Greens looked
want to draw attention to the case of Brimbank City
to clauses 36 to 44. We note the particularly short time
frames involved and have some concerns about whether Council. When Brimbank council was sacked, we lost a
very fine community councillor, Geraldine Brooks.
there will be proper resourcing in relation to the
Cr Brooks was the Greens councillor there. She was a
investigation of those matters because ultimately
fine councillor. She did not do anything wrong, but by
people’s reputations will be on the line. We would not
the nature of the legislation there was no option other
like to see them impacted on in relation to untimely
than that she be sacked along with the rest of the
investigations or lack of resourcing in relation to that.
Brimbank councillors. In her time at council she was
The Greens are also concerned about clause 36 of the bill, often the only councillor asking questions about issues
in particular the insertion of new section 219AC(5)(a) into and officer recommendations such as contract
the principal act, which only allows a councillor five days submissions and policies. She constantly suffered a
to respond to the findings in a municipal monitor’s report. barrage of ‘Does the Greens councillor have another
During the committee stage of the debate the Greens will question?’. She was often the only councillor
be exploring whether that accords with procedural fairness contributing to discussion and debate. She would speak
in relation to the bill.
to most issues while other councillors would either
remain silent or use scripts that had been prepared for
Lastly in terms of the specific clauses I want to raise is
them. In the nine months she was a councillor at
clause 65, which deals with the preparation of an
Brimbank she put at least 15 motions to the chamber
election period policy. The Greens certainly support the
stretching across a whole range of issues. However, at
implementation of an election period policy. We have
least two-thirds of these motions failed because no-one
seen in the past bad practice in relation to councillors
would second them, effectively blocking debate on
and publications. However, we have concerns about the them.
decision-making of councillors in relation to land use
planning during the election period and whether they
Mr Finn — They were too busy punching people in
may be impacted adversely. As we know, planning is
the gallery.
often an incredibly contentious issue. It is a matter that
Ms DUNN — I can assure Mr Finn — —
often raises the concern and detailed interest of
community members, and we would not like to see that
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Mr Finn — No, not her. I’m talking about the other
councillors.
Ms DUNN — That is quite all right then. I am glad
you clarified, Mr Finn, because I do not think the
Greens councillor would be having a swipe at anyone
in the gallery.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I ask members to let Ms Dunn finish her
contribution in silence.
Ms DUNN — In most cases the vote in the chamber
was 10 to 1 against those proposals. Geraldine Brooks
was a very good community councillor who was
unfortunately swept up in the sacking of the Brimbank
council, and that was to the great loss and detriment of
that community. The Greens certainly support the
ability of the minister to stand down individual
councillors because it is often the case that an
individual councillor is the root cause of problems.
When we look at what councillors have been found
guilty of, the reality is that of the hundreds of
councillors in Victoria, one councillor has been found
guilty of gross misconduct and two have been found
guilty of misconduct.
I turn now to the amendments circulated by Mr Davis.
Amendment 1 proposes that the council must establish
a CEO employment matters committee; that it is an
advisory committee; that the chairperson of the
committee must be qualified and cannot be a councillor
or a member of council staff; that the committee is to
make recommendations to council on the appointment
of the CEO, the pay and conditions of the CEO and the
extension of the appointment of the CEO; and that the
committee is to conduct performance reviews and
perform other prescribed functions.
In relation to the amendment, the Greens have
consulted with other stakeholders, including the three
peak bodies that represent local government: the
Municipal Association of Victoria, the Victorian Local
Governance Association and Local Government
Professionals. We have some significant concerns
about the amendment. We believe the amendment is an
overreach. Councils generally appoint appropriately
skilled consultants, lawyers or individuals. Those
appointed prepare performance criteria as well as
evaluating CEO performance. The additional costs and
tensions that may arise with more than one expert are of
concern.
The amendment does not take into account contractual
obligations already in place. Most CEO employment
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contracts provide for a performance review committee
that advises council, and it is difficult to understand
how current contracts and arrangements would be
reconciled with the circulated amendment. We are
concerned about the impact of the creation of this
committee with an independent paid chair on the most
critical relationships in the council, those being of the
mayor, councillors and CEO.
In terms of the cost impact, that concerns us greatly.
Local government will really feel the heat when it is
under a new regime of rate capping, there is no doubt
about that, and I would be very concerned about
making anything that puts a cost impost onto local
government mandatory at this stage. This amendment
has the potential to have the perverse effect of
weakening the relationship between councillors and the
CEO. This relationship is a critical one in terms of a
high-performing, high-functioning council. The
relationship and interplay between councillors and the
CEO is similar to a board of directors setting strategy
which is delivered through a CEO. It is fundamental
and critical, and I really think the amendment would
muddy rather than enhance that relationship. The reality
is that councillors should be able to make up their own
minds about how they appoint, remunerate and review
their CEOs, and the Greens will not be supporting the
amendments circulated by Mr Davis.
In relation to the contributions we have heard,
Mr Davis said his amendments are modest, will
improve governance, are responsible in relation to costs
and will restore confidence in the community. I do not
think his amendments would do any of those things. I
think they would be a cost impost. The bill at hand
seeks to improve governance. The Greens do not take
issue with that. In terms of confidence in the
community, the best way the community can articulate
their confidence in local government is every four years
when they get the opportunity to vote for the
councillors of their choice to represent them.
In their contributions Mr Ramsay and Mr Leane raised
the matter of dress code and the mayor of the City of
Greater Geelong as an issue. It is certainly not
something I was going to talk to in my contribution, but
I will now. I do not know what is in the code of conduct
of the City of Greater Geelong. I have not checked what
is in there, but I am sure it does not talk specifically
about dress codes.
Mrs Peulich — Or hairstyles.
Ms DUNN — It probably does not talk about
hairstyles either. What it probably would talk about is
bringing council into disrepute. We need to recognise
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that mayors have a really important role. They are
leaders in their community, and they need to set a good
example. That many women out there — of all political
persuasions, not just one political persuasion — were
highly offended by a T-shirt is surely a message that if
you are in that position of leadership, you need to think
a little bit harder about what you are wearing and your
presentation to the public. I would be very surprised if
there were not something in the code of conduct for
councillors in the City of Greater Geelong that talks
about bringing the council into disrepute.
In relation to the contribution of Mrs Peulich, there is
leadership to help councils. In fact the peak bodies do a
great job in providing leadership to help, educate and
support councils through a range of processes. Their
workload is large. When you look at the amendments to
the Local Government Act 1989 — I have lost count; I
cannot remember if this is the 92nd or 93rd amendment
bill — it is no wonder that the peak bodies are kept
busy in terms of building the capacity of local
government. There is an enormous amount of work and
effort put into codes of conduct. I have seen many in
my time. As I said earlier, I was proud to be part of a
council that also included a code of ethics so there
could be even higher standards required.
For the Greens what is most important is that there is an
increase in transparency and accountability. This is very
important in relation to all tiers of government,
including local government. We want to make sure that
the disciplinary measures are fair, the penalties are
balanced and opportunities are still provided for
education and support of local government. If we truly
want to improve governance arrangements in the sector,
we need to build the capacity of councillors; we cannot
use just a punitive approach in terms of councillors
understanding their roles in relation to managing what
can be enormous responsibilities and workloads.
The Georgiou review provided some opportunities to
increase the transparency of local government elections.
It is sad that this is probably a lost opportunity in
relation to increasing transparency around them. I and
others who have been around local government for
some time have seen a number of what are colloquially
known as dummy runners, and in some cases those
dummy runners actually get elected. That makes it a
really critical issue, because is the community then
getting the best representation?
I would like to acknowledge the work of local
government councillors. They work very hard and have
enormous workloads. Theirs can be a thankless task at
times, particularly with controversial issues that need to
be considered in the future. I think that into the future
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local government councillors will have significant
pressures placed on them in relation to getting the best
outcomes for their communities, particularly under a
rate capping scenario, especially councillors in those
small rural councils which already have enormous
financial constraints.
Lastly, I would like to thank the peak bodies we have
consulted in relation to the bill: the Municipal
Association of Victoria, the Victorian Local
Governance Association and Local Government
Professionals. The Greens thank them for their
contributions. I also thank the councillors and CEOs in
the local government sector whom I have spoken to.
With that, I can report that the Greens will not oppose
the bill.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise this
evening — it is almost — to speak on the Local
Government Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill
2015. As somebody who has taken an interest in local
government for a bit over 30 years — perhaps 35 years
now — it is always of interest to me to see a piece of
legislation of this kind come before the house. If there
is one thing that we can take for granted, it is that a
good local council is a blessing for a community. If you
can get a good local council, comprised of councillors,
a CEO and officers who actually care about their
community and the area they are charged with looking
after, that is something you can celebrate. That is
something that will be of enormous benefit to
everybody in that community.
I recall that some years ago when I was first elected as
the member for Tullamarine in another place there was
a council called the Bulla Shire Council. It comprised
Sunbury, Bulla itself, Greenvale and Craigieburn. That
was probably the best council I have ever seen operate
in my life. It was an exceptionally good council. I still
know some of the councillors who were on the council
at that time. They really put their communities first, and
that is something that perhaps we do not see as much of
now as we used to. It probably reflects a little why the
people of Sunbury are so keen to have their own
council. It tells us why the people of Sunbury are so
keen to break away from the Hume City Council,
which they say does not care about Sunbury at all.
The people of Sunbury are very keen to have their own
council — the Sunbury City Council — and it should
have been up and operating on 1 July this year.
Despite the pre-election promise of the Labor Party last
year, that has gone the way of the flesh, and we are now
in a situation where it would appear that Sunbury city
council will not happen at all. That is something that a
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lot of people in the Sunbury area are mourning, and
they are very angry that they were lied to and that they
have been deprived of their own council. They do not
wish to stay within the City of Hume any longer. Some
of them have been fighting hard for that for 20 years
and will continue to do so. I am very pleased to say that
Matthew Guy, the Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, said during a recent visit to Sunbury that he
would make sure that within 12 months of becoming
Premier the Sunbury City Council will come into being.
That is a very good thing indeed, and the people of
Sunbury will be very excited, and indeed are very
excited, at the prospect of the election of the Guy
government in 2018, as indeed we all are.
On the opposite side — almost a parallel universe, one
could say — we have those councils that are not so
good. We have those councils that trash their
communities. We have those councils that are a
disgrace to the name of local government; indeed they
are a disgrace to the name of any government in this
state or indeed this nation. Whenever I think of a
council of that nature my mind immediately goes to the
former Brimbank City Council. Ms Dunn, a member
for Eastern Metropolitan Region, made reference to that
council during her contribution. I recall that shortly
after being elected as the member for Western
Metropolitan Region I said to a local in the Sunshine
area, ‘Is this Brimbank council as bad as everybody
says it is?’, and he looked at me and said, ‘They got the
Sunshine council and the Keilor council and put them
together. What do you reckon?’. I soon worked out that
indeed that was very much the case. The Brimbank
council was so bad that even its comrades in the Labor
Party — the Brumby government, as it was then — felt
the need to dismiss that council and appoint
administrators.
It is interesting to note that the so-called improved
governance that this bill is all about is very different to
what the Labor Party actually practices, because what
we have seen is that the mayor of the council that led to
the dismissal of Brimbank — then councillor Natalie
Suleyman, who is now the member for St Albans in the
Assembly — has been rewarded for her nefarious
activities as mayor of Brimbank City Council by her
election to the state Parliament and by being given one
of the safest Labor seats in the state. If anybody wants
to know what the Labor Party really thinks about
maladministration, about activities which some might
even regard as corrupt, about activities which bring
local government into disrepute and about activities that
see local councils mistreating and abusing their
ratepayers and residents, they need look no further than
the other house and the member for St Albans. They
will see what happens if that is the sort of activity you
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get involved in. You too can get a safe Labor seat —
that is the Labor way.
I still shake my head when I recall the debates we had
in this place over a two-year or three-year period when
some of the activities of that Brimbank council and
Natalie Suleyman, when she was mayor of that council,
were raised in this house. The activities of the council I
am referring to led to the dismissal of the subsequent
Brimbank council. I am sure, Madam Deputy President,
you will recall some of the debates we had in this place
at the time. It is a bit of a laugh for the Labor Party to
talk about improved governance when it holds out a
safe seat in Parliament as reward for somebody who
has been involved in far from improved governance —
quite the opposite.
When I was first elected to this place, back in 2006,
probably the best council in Melbourne’s west was the
Wyndham City Council. My recollection is that
Cr Shane Bourke and his team really had Wyndham
humming along very nicely. Things have changed since
then, it has to be said. We have had the politicisation of
that council. Way back in 2006 there was very little
party politics in Wyndham City Council. Everybody
was working for the community. Some were Liberal,
some were Labor and some were nothing at all, but
they all worked for the good of the community. That
was to their credit. But of course wherever the ALP
goes it sticks its nose into local government. We have
seen the near downfall of the Wyndham council
because of the activities of the ALP in that council.
Mr Dalidakis is very sad, but it is very sad that
Wyndham City Council, once a very proud and
effective council, has turned into a bit of a rabble — a
bit of a circus. There is a situation where if somebody
dares say something against the mayor or the CEO,
they will go on report. Somebody will make an official
complaint about their behaviour. It is a bit like Melton,
next door. I understand Melton City Council has
recently introduced laws or by-laws whereby
councillors cannot publicly express a view contrary to
the policy of the council. Anybody who thinks free
speech is alive and well in local government should go
to Wyndham or Melton. and they will be disavowed of
that view very quickly indeed. It is deeply regrettable
that certain councillors — —
Mr Ramsay — A good mayor, though, in Melton.
Mr FINN — Yes, she is a good mayor. I agree. She
is a very good mayor. Are you related?
Mr Ramsay — She is with an E.
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Mr FINN — Sophie Ramsey is a good mayor. The
council itself is a little bit strange, but not as strange as
Wyndham. They are doing some very odd things in
Wyndham at the moment, and I am receiving constant
complaints from people who live in Wyndham about
that council. As a local member and representative in
this place of the people of Wyndham, I am simply
informing the house and members of the government
what the people in Wyndham are telling me.
It is very sad what party politics does to local
government. Despite the fact that caucusing before
council meetings is supposed to be illegal and
something that is just not done, we all know we have
councillors elected as Independents who are members
of the ALP, and who, once elected, all gather to form a
Labor caucus. They have hoodwinked the voters, their
constituents, to get elected and once elected they then
act as a Labor caucus. We all know that goes on in any
number of councils right across the state, and that in
itself is a very unfortunate thing.
There are a number of exceptional people in local
government, and I want to pay my compliments to one
who has recently retired — that is, Bill Jabour, who
was the CEO of Hobsons Bay City Council for some
years and in recent years has been the CEO of
Brimbank City Council. What he has done as CEO,
particularly in Brimbank, is something he can be
exceptionally proud of because, despite the difficulties
that the former Labor-controlled council gave the
people of Brimbank, the administrators with Bill Jabour
as the CEO have really dragged Brimbank out of the
hole it was in. I particularly want to compliment Bill
Jabour on his career and his work. I am not just saying
that because he is a very strong Richmond fan, a very
good man indeed, but he has done a tremendous job as
the CEO at those two councils that I have mentioned.
He should be very proud in particular of the role he has
played in rebuilding Brimbank.
I support this bill and hope it will have some impact in
improving governance in local government in this state,
but I have a suspicion, as we stare at local government
returning to Brimbank next year, that the ALP will
ensure that improved governance is something we will
not see.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I wish to exercise my right of
reply because unfortunately those opposite have chosen
to rewrite the truth of the pages of history, and it is
absolutely imperative that I put that on the record as I
go through a range of the mistruths and inaccuracies of
a number of the speakers.
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I will start with Mr Davis’s contribution. Firstly, in
relation to the bill before the chamber, Mr Davis made
an inaccurate assertion that the Liberals were somehow
frustrated by the then Labor opposition, but the Liberal
Party in government never put the bill on the
government business program. Mr Davis breathtakingly
misled the house, because the bill was never put on the
government business program. A bill cannot be debated
in the Parliament if it is not put on the government
business program. Whatever problems those opposite
had in government with the former member for
Frankston in the Assembly, Mr Shaw, they were their
problems and not the opposition’s. I wish to very
clearly refute such a ridiculous claim by Mr Davis and
some of his colleagues who repeated such a nonsensical
assertion.
Secondly, Mr Davis referred to recommendations made
by the Georgiou review, but nothing was done in regard
to those recommendations to which Mr Davis referred;
the then Liberal government did nothing to implement
any of the recommendations of the Georgiou review.
Those opposite have only themselves to blame and
nobody else. They had an opportunity in government
and did nothing, and that is why they are now in
opposition: because of four long years of them doing
nothing on every policy — economic, social and now
council. They have the gall to stand up and lecture this
house about the fact that their own review was not
implemented when they were in government. It is
breathtaking.
Mr Davis then talked about cuts in the budget.
Mr Davis was again misleading the house, because
those cuts were in the budget because the federal
Liberal government cut the money to the state, and
because of constitutional issues where money flows
through the state to local government. It directly flows
through; it is constitutionally required. Mr Davis again
misled the house in an attempt to grandstand and put
that on the Hansard record for some reason
unbeknownst to me.
This is my opportunity to tell the truth and stop
Mr Davis from peddling his mistruths and inaccuracies.
It is quite outrageous that a member of Parliament
would stand up here and misuse his time in the house to
mislead the people forevermore through Hansard. He
should know better because he has been in this
Parliament for nearly 20 years. He is now out of touch
with society and with the requirement of common
decency to tell the truth. Mr Davis should know better
than to use Parliament in such a fashion.
In Mr Ramsay’s contribution — —
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Ms Crozier — It was excellent.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, unfortunately it was not
excellent. The fact remains that the legislation the
opposition put forward when it was in government but
did not put on the business program was actually as a
result of matters at Wangaratta Rural City Council.
Funnily enough those opposite have not really spoken
about the Wangaratta council. To give Mr Finn his due,
he acknowledged begrudgingly that there were other
councils that may have had an issue or two, but he
refused to name Wangaratta. I will name Wangaratta
because that was the reason the then government chose
to think about doing something, but then it never put
the bill on the government business program — I
thought I would just stress that once more. Members of
that government wrote their legislation because of
Wangaratta but will not talk about it now.
In terms of other contributions, staff fall under the Fair
Work Commission as employees, so I do not
understand the point that was brought up by
Mr Ramsay. Nonetheless, I am happy to refute it.
We are doing the review. The review in the act is the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) review of
electoral representation in Greater Geelong. That is
happening in November. The dates are on the VEC
website. During question time I had to school
Mr Ondarchie on doing some homework, and
unfortunately I have just had to do it again for
Mr Ramsay.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — There you go, Mr Ramsay.
Just use the computer at the side of the house, check the
VEC website and you will be able to get the dates for
yourself. I am happy to help out.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Deputy President, I am happy
to help the member out.
Mrs Peulich said the Local Government Act 1989 has
hardly had any alterations or amendments to it. In fact
since 1989 — —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Deputy
President, the minister clearly was sitting on his ears.
What I said was that the local government sector was
largely unreformed.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! That is a
debating point, not a point of order.
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Mr DALIDAKIS — Let me correct Mrs Peulich
and put on the record that there have been almost
100 amending bills to the act since 1989. In relation to
the issue Mrs Peulich raised about former Premier Jeff
Kennett, the rate cap was below CPI.
Mr Davis — No, it wasn’t.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, it was, Mr Davis. You
will no doubt have your opportunity during the
committee stage to peddle your mistruths and mislead
the house once again, and I will be there to pull you up
on it again.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will be there during the
committee stage to pull Mr Davis up on every mistruth
and inaccuracy that he tries to put in Hansard.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I can see
that the minister is tempted, but through the Chair.
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I said, I look forward to
speaking, through the Chair, during the committee
stage, and pulling Mr Davis up on every mistruth and
inaccuracy he tries to put on the record because
Hansard is there for eternity to prove that what he is
saying is incorrect. I will also make sure that we have
Hansard corrected at the point we are at right now. I
look forward to going into the committee stage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! As I
understand it, Mr Davis has circulated his amendments,
which consist of one substantive amendment proposing
a new clause relating to chief executive officer
employment matters. Mr Davis’s further amendment
involves consequential renumbering, subject to his
amendment 1 being carried.
Clause 1
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to ask just one question. Can the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade, who is at the
table, on behalf of the minister in the other house, list
all of the legislation that impacts on the operations of
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local government, including staff and councillors, and
the various codes of conduct and other protocols that
may exist so that we can scrutinise more thoroughly the
interface between different legislative tools and whether
indeed this legislation is adequate?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Which
clause does that question relate to?
Mrs PEULICH — Clause 1.
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fairness, that the provisions achieve the overarching
objective and that they interface. There are provisions
in the act that deal with councillors instructing council
officers, so that the way that council officers’ behaviour
is governed, apart from being managed by the chief
executive officer, is pertinent to the consideration of
this bill. Clearly the minister is unable to answer the
question. If he is unable to answer the question, he
should either seek advice or promise to provide the
information to the chamber after the dinner break.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — The bill before us is very
clear that its primary purpose is to amend the Local
Government Act 1989 to enhance the understanding of
councillors in relation to the standards of conduct
expected of them, improve the governance standards of
councils, provide for the appointment of the chief
municipal inspector and municipal monitors, provide
for the resolution of allegations of councillor
misbehaviour and strengthen the integrity of municipal
elections. I suggest that all of the other matters raised
by the member do not actually add anything to the
debate in the committee stage of this bill.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Again I reiterate that there is
a very clear differentiation between councillors, the
mayor and staff. Councillors are not employees of the
council and as such are dealt with in a very different
way, which is what we are doing here. Given that the
member acknowledged that apparently those opposite
believe this bill is in large chunks a direct result of their
own drafting from the time they were in government, I
would have thought that the member, having been part
of that government, would be across the detail of this
legislation. Otherwise I am very comfortable with the
answers that I have provided to the chamber.

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is my understanding — and again I invite the minister’s
response, and if he is not able to respond I invite him to
seek advice from the advisers in the box — that the
conduct of council officers is largely under the
jurisdiction of the Corporations Act 2001. Indeed there
are codes of conduct developed for staff under that act,
many of which have not been reviewed for a long time.
By contrast the councillor codes of conduct have been
regularly reviewed and councillors are expected to sign
up to them, so I want to understand how the proposed
bill will work to achieve the overarching objective —
that is, to improve governance — when there is clearly
an interplay between council officers and councillors,
especially at the senior council officer level.

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On page 7 of the bill, after section 94A(3) of the
principal act, a new section 94A(3A) to be inserted
states:

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — The bill before us seeks very
specifically to talk about the behaviour and conduct of
the mayor and the councillors. There is no attempt by
this bill to deal with the issue of council staff, which is
the purview of the management of the council.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Whilst we all endorse the major thrust of the
legislation — after all, we did draft it when in
government — in being able to deal with single
councillors whose conduct has been found in breach of
more serious provisions rather than dismissing an entire
council, we also have to make sure that the processes
are fair, that councillors are afforded procedural

… The Chief Executive Officer is responsible for managing
interactions between Council staff and Councillors including
by ensuring that appropriate policies, practices and protocols
are in place defining appropriate arrangements for interaction
between Council staff and Councillors …

If we have no understanding of what governs those
protocols, it is very difficult to form an assessment as to
whether the appropriate protocols and codes of conduct
are in place. If councillors are going to be held
responsible for being in breach of particular protocols
and policies, they need to know what they are and they
need to know which governing legislation, apart from
the Local Government Act 1989, comes into play. If the
minister is clearly unable to answer, he should just
admit that and undertake to provide information after
the dinner break.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mrs Peulich specifically referred to page 7 of the bill,
which deals with clause 9. The committee of the whole
is dealing with clause 1 at the moment.
Mrs PEULICH — I understand that. Obviously I
am speaking to the general purposes of the bill — that
is, to understand the interplay and interface between the
different legislative tools that govern and impact on the
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operations of local government so that we can assess
whether the measures in this legislation will be
adequate and appropriate and afford everyone
concerned procedural fairness. That includes assessing
how the protocols apply to council staff as well as to
council officers. Unfortunately the minister is not able
to answer, and he should admit so and — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Can I have
an indication from the member whether this is a matter
that she wishes to raise in terms of the general scope of
the bill or whether it is a general line of questioning on
this very point? If the latter is the case, I suggest we
deal with it under clause 9, but if it is a general matter
she is raising then obviously the committee should deal
with that now.
Mrs PEULICH — Deputy President, thank you for
attempting to assist. I think it is important to understand
the interplay of the various types of legislation that
impact on the operations of local government and the
conduct of councillors, as is the case with this
legislation, as well as that of council officers. The
minister has not been able to find that information — —
Mr Dalidakis — That’s not true!
Mrs PEULICH — You have not. You clearly have
not been able to provide that information. You are out
of your depth. That will not preclude me from raising
other matters during the consideration of other clauses,
but I just make a note that the minister has not been
forthcoming with providing the answers.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I have some
questions in relation to clause 6. Clause 6 is in relation
to inserting a new section providing for the role of a
councillor. It goes on to say what the role of a
councillor is and lists a number of matters in relation to
the role. It is a very prescriptive approach and is
different from the approach taken in relation to
clause 7 — I realise this crosses over a couple of
clauses — which talks about what the functions of the
mayor include. It is not a prescriptive list in relation to
the mayor, but it appears to be a prescriptive list in
relation to the role of a councillor. I am wondering what
the reasoning for that is and also about the interplay
between that new section 65(1) providing for the role of
a councillor and the existing section 76B, which is
around performing the role of a councillor in relation to
councillor conduct.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Before the
minister deals with Ms Dunn’s question I will put the
question that clauses 1 to 5 stand part of the bill.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 5 agreed to.
Clause 6
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question. In relation to clause 6, the reason the role of a
councillor is outlined in the bill is that there is currently
no description of the role in the act. As the bill attempts
to deal with the role of a councillor in terms of
standdown provisions for acting inconsistently with that
position, there is a need to have that description of the
role in order to have the clause for standing down a
councillor.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
relation to the same clause and to further understand the
interplay between councillors and chief executive
officers, I note that in paragraph 3 of new section 65
there is a reference which says:
The role of a Councillor does not include the performance of
any functions that are specified as functions of the Chief
Executive Officer under section 94A.

If we refer to section 94A, there is a limited definition
of the function of the chief executive officer — again it
straddles a couple of subsections — and clause 6 of the
bill inserts the following new paragraphs:
(da) ensuring that the Council receives timely and reliable
advice about its legal obligations under this Act and any
other Act; and
(db) supporting the Mayor in the performance of the Mayor’s
role as mayor …

and so on.
So there is a reference to other legislation. If the role of
a councillor does not include the performance of any
function as specified as the function of the chief
executive officer under section 94A and indeed if the
chief executive officer is obliged to provide reliable and
timely advice in relation to legal obligations under this
act and any other act, it supports my request for
information as to what other legislative tools or
frameworks apply to the operation of local government.
The minister has unfortunately not been able to shed
light on that.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Again, I wish to
unequivocally state that the assertion made by the
member is factually incorrect. I have in fact provided

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT (IMPROVED GOVERNANCE) BILL 2015
3876

COUNCIL

answers. Mrs Peulich may not like those answers, but
nonetheless I have answered her queries. In relation to
section 94A, councillors do not interact with the CEO
other than if they are the mayor.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The mayor has that
relationship in relation to the links between the
operational staff and the councillors, being the chosen,
elected official leading the council. It is not about other
acts; it is about relevant legal advice in relation to the
matters before us, which deal with the specific conduct
of both mayors and councillors.
In relation to the issues raised by Mrs Peulich, councils
are an independent level of government. That is why
councillors are being treated in this fashion with this
legislation. It is very important to note that they are not
staff, and that is why the government is treating them
differently with this legislation. Given that Mrs Peulich
believes that this legislation is an exact copy of
legislation the previous government wanted to put
forward but never did, I would have thought that she
would have been across this detail and am somewhat
surprised that she is not.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
find it extraordinary that the minister at the table would
say that the chief executive officer does not interact
with councillors. Let me tell you — —
Mr Dalidakis — That is not what I said. You’re
verballing me.
Mrs PEULICH — Hansard will show that to be the
case. Let me tell you that if indeed that were the case,
95 per cent of the councillors in the local government
sector would be sacked.
Mr Dalidakis — They do not give directions.
You’re verballing me.
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with procedural fairness, that being the whole object of
my questioning, which unfortunately has not borne
fruit.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Does the
minister wish to respond?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Only to say, as I have
repeated, that councillors are not staff. Apparently this
seems to escape Mrs Peulich in her comprehension and
understanding of the legislation before this chamber.
The fact of the matter is that the legislation deals with
the conduct of the mayor and councillors as elected
officials of our third tier of government. They are not
treated as staff either in a legislative and prescriptive
way or otherwise, and I will continue to repeat that as
many times as Mrs Peulich wants to ask it.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — And I am happy to be here for
as long as she feels the need to grandstand and
somehow act in a way that is unbecoming of a member
of this chamber.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Clause agreed to; clauses 7 and 8 agreed to.
New clause
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask
Mr Davis to formally move his amendment 1, which
inserts a new clause after clause 8 relating to the
establishment of a chief executive officer employment
matters committee. I consider this amendment to be a
test for all of Mr Davis’s remaining amendments.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
1.

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 8 —
‘A New section 94AA inserted

Mrs PEULICH — That is not what you said. Just
get your — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! What is
Mrs Peulich’s question?
Mrs PEULICH — My question goes back again to
understanding clearly the distinction between the roles
of chief executive officers, councillors and mayors so
that we can make sure that there is a system where there
is clear understanding of roles, obligations and which
legislation they operate under so that all concerned —
council officers, councillors, mayors and chief
executive officers — are treated fairly and of course

After section 94 of the Principal Act insert —
“94AA Chief Executive Officer Employment
Matters Committee
(1) A Council must establish a Chief Executive Officer
employment matters committee.
(2) A Chief Executive Officer employment matters
committee is an advisory committee.
(3) A Chief Executive Officer employment matters
committee is to be constituted by the chairperson
and at least 2 Councillors.
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(4) The chairperson of a Chief Executive Officer
employment matters committee must —
(a) not be a Councillor; and
(b) not be a member of Council staff; and
(c) be suitably qualified.
(5) The functions and responsibilities of a Chief
Executive Officer employment matters committee
are —
(a) to make recommendations to Council on
contractual matters relating to the Chief
Executive Officer or the person appointed to
act as the Chief Executive Officer including
the following —
(i)

the appointment of the Chief Executive
Officer;

(ii) remuneration and conditions of
appointment of the Chief Executive
Officer;
(iii) any extension of the appointment of the
Chief Executive Officer under
section 94(4); and
(b) to conduct performance reviews of the Chief
Executive Officer; and
(c) to perform any other prescribed functions or
responsibilities.
(6) A Council may only pay a fee to the chairperson of
the Chief Executive Officer employment matters
committee.”.’.
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appointment outcomes and greater community
confidence.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I have great sympathy for the
amendment that the member has moved, and I
understand the spirit and the context in which he has
moved it. The government’s position is that the role of
councillors is to set the strategic direction for the
council, and it is up to the chief executive and his or her
staff to then go about the business of implementing that
strategic plan in a way that is consistent with the ideals,
goals and objectives set out by the councillors for the
municipality and the residents.
The government will not be supporting the
amendment — although it has sympathy for it — on the
basis that the councillors have the role of appointing the
chief executive and are accountable to the residents as a
result of whether the council succeeds or fails.
Therefore introducing an independent chair for the
process dilutes the role of the councillors in that very
process, of which they have and should have the only
responsibility in relation to the ongoing operations of
the municipality in question. As such, as I said, the
government’s view is that it does not support the
amendment for that reason alone. However, I reiterate
that we believe that the amendment has been moved in
good faith and in the spirit of seeking the very goals
that the member has put forward in his statement.
Committee divided on new clause:
Ayes, 15

That is my first amendment. The purpose of the new
clause, as I outlined during the second-reading debate,
is to introduce a committee with an external chair. The
purpose of that is to ensure that the greatest
transparency and the best outcomes are achieved with
respect to the appointment and/or reappointment and
matters dealing with the conditions of the chief
executive officer. We believe this is an important step.

Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Finn, Mr
Lovell, Ms

Other parts of the bill deal with audit committees, and
the analogue of an audit committee is a good one.
Having an external audit committee or external
members of an audit committee — an external chair,
for example — is an important part of having a better
outcome in terms of transparency and accountability.
We welcome the change that is in the bill. Again, that
was part of the changes that were discussed in 2014.
But this change goes to the central matter of the
appointment and reappointment of the chief executive
officer. There have been a number of processes that
have gone astray in this regard. I am not proposing to
run through a catalogue of those, but I believe the
process will lead to better and more transparent

Barber, Mr
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Morris, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 21
Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Young, Mr

Pairs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms

New clause negatived.

Pulford, Ms
Melhem, Mr
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Clauses 9 to 11 agreed to.
Clause 12
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
for the minister is in relation to clause 12, which
introduces a number of definitions, including the
definition of bullying. That definition matches a piece
of commonwealth legislation — namely, the Fair Work
Act 2009. In the commonwealth act there is also an
exception from the definition of bullying for
‘reasonable management action carried out in a
reasonable manner’. My question is: is it possible that a
councillor may be involved in a management action,
and if so, why does a councillor not receive the same
legal protection from a bullying claim as a council staff
member if they are covered under that exemption of
‘reasonable management action carried out in a
reasonable manner’?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — In relation to bullying, the
reason the definition is not the same for councillors is
by virtue of the fact that councillors are not
management and should not have any role in directing
staff. That definition is specifically in relation to staff
with a management function. Councillors do not have
such a function in their role.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his answer, but just to explore that further,
could a councillor possibly be involved in a
management action in an interaction with the CEO?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — As I understand it, the answer
to that should be no. The reason it should be no is of
course because while the councillors — as we
discussed when looking at Mr Davis’s amendment —
have a role in appointing the chief executive, they have
no role subsequently in relation to demands between a
staff and manager relationship. The councillors and the
mayor have a governing relationship with the council,
but from the point in time the chief executive is
appointed to the role it is still not the same as a
manager-staff relationship.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On the same point, at a council meeting — perhaps not
at an ordinary council meeting but some other
meeting — it is possible for a council officer to take
exception to the normal interaction of a democratic
discussion; that may actually trigger a concern about
the behaviour of a councillor. It is not entirely true that
you need to necessarily direct a council officer in the
way that perhaps a layperson may interpret that —
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picking up the phone or perhaps on a person-to-person
level when you are actually giving instructions for the
undertaking of a particular task. It may well be during
an interaction or, as we often see in all-party
committees, in a dispute over points or perhaps over the
taking of minutes that there may be flashpoints of
difference to which ostensibly a staff member may take
offence. In that sort of instance, and for the purposes of
the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004,
councillors are treated as employees, so it seems to me
incongruous that a councillor would not be afforded the
same opportunity to access legal representation as a
council officer.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question and/or point in relation to the issue. Again I
come back to the primary role for the councillor. It is
the government’s view that because there is no direct
manager-staff relationship in this, the definition of
bullying should differ, and that is why the protection is
not afforded, because there is not that direct employee
relationship that would have occurred in, for example, a
normal workplace.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On a further point, the definition of bullying by a
councillor is that:
… the Councillor repeatedly behaves unreasonably towards
another Councillor or member of Council staff …

Do you take the ‘repeatedly behaves’ as a sequence of
events on different occasions or could it be construed as
a cluster on a single occasion?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I am not in a position to
answer the question on the basis that it would be up to
the person at that point in time to look at either a pattern
of behaviour or the incidents before them, because they
would obviously be unique to that situation. It is not up
to us to predetermine what that view would be at the
time.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — In relation to
gross misconduct, misconduct and serious misconduct,
their definitions have been significantly modified in the
bill. The overall effect of those modifications is to
remove reference to a breach of the councillor code of
conduct and the principles of councillor conduct from
those definitions. I am wondering if the minister can
provide a response around how the disciplinary process
can work without breaches of the code of conduct being
included in those definitions.
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — As I understand it,
misconduct is dealt with as per a code of conduct, and
as it gets elevated in its seriousness, so does the way it
is dealt with, whereas gross misconduct deals with the
character of the councillor in question, which is much
different from the issue of misconduct, which deals
with the behaviour at its instance.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — In relation to
those definitions and making complaints in a timely
manner, regardless of what definition they fall under,
can the minister advise why there is no obligation on
councillors to make complaints in a timely manner?
Our concern is that if there is not a time constraint
around complaints, it opens up the potential to keep
dossiers or dirt files on political opponents.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — We are getting into a delicate
area, so the easiest way to explain that is to say that
should somebody feel as though they are the victim of a
complaint, we need to be very careful about sanctioning
a time frame of which they would feel comfortable to
make that complaint or to have that complaint heard.
As it currently stands, the law deals with a range of
issues in an appropriate way. We need to be careful to
make sure that those people do not have any rights
taken away from them and that this is dealt with, as my
colleagues on both sides of the chamber have said, in
relation to the existing statutes.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 13
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Clause 13(2)
amends section 29(2) of the Local Government Act
1989. It provides that a person is not capable of
becoming or continuing to be a councillor for a period
of time, and substitutes a period of five years for
two years. What is the rationale behind that change to
the act?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — As I understand it, the
government’s view is that dropping the length of
conviction that disqualifies a councillor is due to a
range of behaviours that have otherwise not been able
to be dealt with in recent years, and so by bringing it
down to a two-year period of disqualification enables
those issues to be dealt with.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — In relation to
those behaviours that have not been able to be dealt
with in the past, could the minister provide some detail
on what types of behaviours these might be?
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I wish to be very careful
about this, because of the reasons that the period has
been dropped from five years to two years. At this
point, if the member is satisfied, I would prefer not to
outline those behaviours so as to not provide a very
clear prescription that makes it black or white as to
what should or should not be considered appropriate
and allow that to be dealt with at the time by the
appropriate process.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his answer. In terms of my question in
relation to behaviours, I do not want a prescriptive list
at all, and I certainly do not want to lock in any
particular examples or case studies. I would like to get a
clearer understanding of the types of things that would
be included now that the threshold is to be reduced to
two years. I certainly do not expect an exhaustive list,
but just an outline of maybe some of the types of things
that might be captured as part of this amendment?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — One such example may well
be the issue of firearm offences. Hopefully that should
satisfy Ms Dunn.
Clause agreed to; clause 14 agreed to.
Clause 15
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Clause 15 amends section 76C of the principal act in
relation to the councillor code of conduct:
(1) For section 76C(1) and (2) of the Principal Act
substitute —
“(1) a Council must review, and make any necessary
amendments to, its Councillor Code of Conduct
within 4 months after the commencement of
section 15 of the Local Government Amendment
(Improved Governance) Act 2015.

Is there a similar requirement — I am trying to find it
here — for consequential reviews of staff codes of
conduct as a result of reviews of councillor codes of
conduct?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — This clause very specifically
deals with a councillor code of conduct, and it would be
the expectation of the government that the chief
executive of the council would put in place an
appropriate staff code of conduct for their staff.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
That sort of goes back to what I was trying to ask. For
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example, I am aware that a number of councils review
their councillor codes of conduct, but the staff codes of
conduct have not reflected that, and personal
development has not been put in place, or a regular
refresher, to remind the respective parties of their
obligations. For example, for councillors to be
protected from the accusation of improper direction, it
is very difficult if the council officer is the first one to
engage a councillor. What I am trying to say is that
there is an onus, in terms of good governance, for a
chief executive officer to ensure that all current policies
and protocols are sympathetic and effectively interface.
I am not of the belief that that is the case at the moment,
and I raise that because I think this good governance
improvement to the Local Government Act does not
quite go far enough.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I have some sympathy for the
member and the point that she raises. I am happy to
take that point back to the minister in question;
however, I just wish to reiterate that the purpose of this
bill is to clearly show that there is separation of the
councillors and the staff and that the issue the member
raises is an operational issue. Given that the issue has
been raised, I am happy to take it to the minister in the
other place to see what can be done to assist and
remediate should the need arise.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. I certainly appreciate that. Again, in
the normal conduct of council business it is human for
people to engage one another in discussion, whether it
is via a set of minutes or by clarifying a point and so
forth. Where there is the opportunity for someone to
take offence at something that may be more robust in a
democratic environment there is an onus that those
people be protected accordingly, and that is with
relevant protocols and codes of conduct being in place.
I would appreciate your relaying that to the minister.
Clause agreed to; clauses 16 and 17 agreed to.
Clause 18
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
New division 1AB, ‘Internal resolution procedure of
Council’, goes back to my comments in my
contribution to the second-reading debate about the lack
of clarity in the minds of, often, chief executive
officers’ staff as well as councillors about the difference
between a formal process and an informal process in
terms of the internal resolution procedure of council. A
lot of it relies on legal advice, and as soon as you
engage legal advice it becomes a formal process. I think
it would be very useful to have the office of local
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government develop some templates — some
models — which outline the characteristics of formal
and informal processes with a view to maximising the
opportunities for internal resolutions to be successful.
In most institutions and organisations if there can be an
effective resolution, amendment of practice or
amendment of procedure, that is the desirable outcome.
Is the minister able to comment on whether it would be
possible to get some sort of assurance that there will be
some further work done on teasing out and informing
local government about the characteristics of formal
and informal processes of internal resolution?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — As I offered to take a request
from the member to the minister regarding clause 15, I
am happy to again take the member’s request to look
into the issues surrounding the internal resolution
process to the minister so that she can have a further
look at that. Again I wish to stress that this is about
creating an opportunity for there to be an internal
process to try to resolve a situation before it is
escalated, but in order to try to assist the local
government and municipality shires to ensure that they
have best practice I am happy to ask the minister’s
office and the minister herself to look into that matter.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On the basis of a number of conversations I have had
with various councillors it is my understanding that
even simply sharing the contents of a complaint can
trigger a formal process. I would have thought that if
you wanted even an informal process to be successful,
you would need to know the nature and substance of
that complaint. Is the minister able to comment on that?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — No. At this stage I do not
wish to put forward a comment in relation to that other
than that I will ask the minister to look into that issue.
Clause agreed to; clauses 19 to 35 agreed to.
Clause 36
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is in relation to new section 219AC, ‘Municipal
monitor to conduct investigation and prepare a report’,
which is on page 34 of the bill. There is a time line
included in this new section stating that the municipal
monitor must investigate within 10 days after the day
they receive the referral. My question is in relation to
resourcing of the municipal monitor and whether the
municipal monitor will have adequate resourcing to
ensure that that 10-day time line is always met.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT (IMPROVED GOVERNANCE) BILL 2015
Tuesday, 20 October 2015

COUNCIL

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question. It is important to note that the standing down
provision is expected to apply only in extreme
situations where a councillor is a threat to a person’s
safety or is indeed obstructing the work of council. It is
actually not a final determination or a judgement on
their behaviour. It is certainly the intention of the
government that, because of the extreme situation as
just described, it would be very easily dealt with in that
time frame. The time frame ensures that all parties to
the issue at hand have the appropriate resolution
without the matter being extended beyond what is
regarded as a fair time, which is why that 10-day limit
has been inserted. It is expected, of course, that
obviously the inspector — to get to the nub of the
question — will be resourced appropriately so they are
able to deal with such serious situations as they arise.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Could the minister comment on proposed
section 219AC in relation to the municipal monitor
conducting investigations and preparing a report. It
does all seem to be one-sided. Certainly concerns have
been raised with me and by other members of
Parliament and councillors in that we all know that
sometimes the fix kicks in. It is possible to stitch up a
councillor who has been undertaking his or her duties
diligently. There seems to be nothing about vexatious
or confected complaints or processes. Is the minister
able to comment on what the recourse would be for a
councillor to have those types of concerns addressed in
relation to the municipal inspector’s role?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for the
question. My understanding in relation to both those
issues is that a vexatious complaint is actually dealt
with by the registrar, and in relation to the issue of the
councillor, that in fact they will get a right of reply prior
to the issue going to the minister in question.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
for the minister is also in relation to proposed
section 219AC. Section 219AC(5)(a), which is on
page 36 of the bill, refers to providing a report to the
councillor and states:
that the Councillor may give a response to the report to the
Minister within 5 days of receiving the report.

I am wondering if the minister can explain to the
chamber whether the time lines in relation to this
accord with procedural fairness.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Sorry, on the same point, Deputy President, I would
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agree with the member that often five days is not even
long enough to secure an appointment with a lawyer in
order to prepare a response. So I certainly do not see
this being consistent with procedural fairness.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I appreciate the point and the
question raised and asked by both members. It is
important to reflect that at the point in time that the
councillor gets an opportunity to respond to the report,
they have in fact been part of a process for a
considerable period leading up to the time that that
report is finalised. So in terms of procedural fairness,
the view of the government is to ensure that all parties
are dealt with in an expeditious manner that is not
unfair to them, and that provides for the ability to
respond. Given that it is the view that a councillor will
have been part of a process already to this point, and
not starting that process from the beginning, the view is
that having an additional five days to then respond to
whatever report is provided to them is sufficient time.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to place on the record that I do not believe
that five days is sufficient, but I thank the minister for
the response.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his answer. I take up the issue of five days
and procedural fairness, which I believe comes out of a
report referred to the municipal monitor, who has
10 days to then refer a complaint or investigate a
complaint. The real test in relation to this is, I guess,
when it happens, when it starts operating on the ground.
I am concerned about whether five days is enough, and
I am concerned around procedural fairness. I take the
minister’s point that the councillor would be involved,
but ultimately I would be very surprised if they would
see the content of the report before it was officially
issued to them. Is there an ability as part of the review
of the Local Government Act 1989 to perhaps amend
this or revisit it once there is some experience on the
ground of how this is working?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Again I thank the members
for their questions. I refer back to Mrs Peulich, because
of course Mrs Peulich has put on the record that she
also, like Ms Dunn, believes that five days is
insufficient. It is important to note for Ms Dunn that a
person who is involved in the process at this point in
time is highly likely to have sought advice or guidance
in relation to the process in question. As such I also, in
responding, suggest that if the person has been part of
the process and had advice and/or guidance in relation
to that process to that point in time, in fact an extension
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of five days in order to respond to a subsequent report
that is provided to them is in fact an appropriate length
of time.
However, as with all government legislation, whether it
is in this portfolio or any other, the government always,
constantly, reviews its legislative program and what is
prescribed in a way that ensures that Victorians always
can be confident that the legislation that is enacted for
them and that they are effectively working under has a
degree of workability, should I use that term. I think the
member will find that if, for example, something occurs
that proves otherwise, then whether it be this
government or another government, I would be sure
that they would look at dealing with that issue, if it
arose.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would hope the points that we have raised in
committee — notwithstanding the fact that I do not
believe we need a full-blown rewrite of the act —
would be taken up by the process and the commitment
to actually review the Local Government Act.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Further to
the five-day point, I take the minister’s point that on
many occasions there will have been a longer process
involved and the person, the councillor, involved will
be well aware of the issues and probably will have
taken legal advice and so forth. But it does seem to me
there may be occasions where the five-day trigger
might be a very harsh one. I am thinking of cases of
illness or of where the councillor may be overseas —
there may be a whole range of different points.
Mrs Peulich — They may be unwell.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, I have alluded to some of that.
Is there some capacity in the implementation of this for
exceptional circumstances to be taken into account?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Again I appreciate the issue
that the member has raised. As I read the statute, new
section 219AC(5)(a) and (b), which we are discussing,
do not necessarily preclude the minister from providing
additional time. They simply state that the councillor
may give a response to the report within five days of
receiving it. At no stage do the new subsections 5(a)
and (b) preclude the minister from exerting a degree of
discretion in the types of situations the member has
expressed concern about.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would take advice on that. Clarification of the word
‘may’ would be appreciated.
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I am happy to put on the
record that the reason the word ‘may’ was used was to
provide the minister with a degree of discretion. For
example, in the issue of sickness, one would expect a
minister to use the discretion available to them.
Clause agreed to; clauses 37 to 40 agreed to.
Clause 41
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I would be
interested to hear the minister explain the process by
which the appointment of the chief municipal inspector
would occur, the process that the government is
intending to undertake and the checks and balances that
would be in place to ensure that this occurs with the
highest level of integrity.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. The clause sets out the functions of the chief
municipal inspector. I will outline those first, and then I
will come back to the actual role of the appointment
process, because the inspector obviously has a very
serious role. The functions of the chief municipal
inspector are primarily to investigate and prosecute
possible offences under the act. In terms of the issue at
hand, the clause specifically provides that the secretary
may appoint a chief municipal inspector. Given that the
government delegates to secretaries a high degree of
responsibility across the functions of government, this
is not inconsistent with the serious role that a chief
inspector would be undertaking.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Understanding that the secretary will do the
appointment, will the appointment go through cabinet?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Let me clarify, because I may
have misled the house — my apologies. It is in fact the
Special Minister of State, not the secretary, who
appoints the chief inspector. I wish to correct myself on
that point.
Mr Davis — The integrity minister.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, as the integrity minister.
In relation to Mr Davis’s very specific question about
whether it is a cabinet process, there is nothing in the
act that prescribes that it must be a cabinet process. Of
course on previous occasions such appointments, as the
former minister would appreciate, usually have gone
through cabinet, but there is nothing to prescribe that
they must.
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Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I think the
minister for his response, which I take to mean that it
will be a cabinet process, almost certainly. In that
context, is it intended that a current municipal monitor,
one of the cluster already employed, will be appointed,
or will this be an open process that will involve an
international search? How will this operate?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. It is the expectation of the government that
the search for such a person would be undertaken as per
normal government searches. In the first instance we
would expect to search for someone capable within
either the Victorian jurisdiction or other Australian
jurisdictions. Of course if the position could not be
filled that way, then obviously we would need to
broaden the search.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — We would need to broaden the
search. The point remains that we would undertake the
same search process as we do for most positions of a
similar type.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his response. I am only being partially
flippant when I say it is not off Fiona Richardson’s list.
This is a central and key appointment, and to politicise
the position would weaken local government in the
state very significantly. In that respect I would be
reassured if the government was to give an indication
that the highest standards of probity will be observed
and that the Richardson list will not be employed.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Firstly, bless you! Secondly, I
say to the member that I appreciate his very flippant
remarks about Minister Richardson’s so-called list,
which represent an assertion I reject entirely. Filling the
role is expected to involve the standard appointment
process for a statutory position. Given that the
legislation clearly states that the person will be
appointed by the integrity minister, in this case the
Special Minister of State, I would hope that irrespective
of whichever political party is in power, due deference
will be shown in making such an important
appointment in terms of both the integrity provisions
and the minister’s role as Special Minister of State.
Clause agreed; clauses 42 to 64 agreed to.
Clause 65
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is in relation to the adoption of an election period policy
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and in particular proposed section 93B(3)(b).
Subsection (3) talks about what the election period
policy must include, and paragraph (b) highlights
‘limits on public consultation and the scheduling of
Council events’. The Greens certainly agree with that in
terms of most council events, but I do want clarification
on whether this would apply in relation to public
consultation on planning matters, because in relation to
planning matters there are also the statutory time
periods that must be adhered to as part of the planning
process.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I appreciate Ms Dunn’s
question. In relation to the member’s concern it is
certainly the view that councils must continue to make
decisions on planning permit applications as the
responsible authority. As such, under the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 they must obviously discharge
their obligations within the statutory time lines, so any
caretaker policy adopted by a council cannot override
those obligations they are currently required to meet.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his answer. In terms of discharging their
obligations under the Planning and Environment Act
1987, public consultation around planning applications
is not prescribed in the act; however, many councils do
undertake that as part of good consultative process and
particularly around those planning applications where
there may be a number of objectors. I just want clarity
on whether, even though this may not be an event or a
consultation prescribed under the act, given that it
relates to a planning application, it would not be
captured as part of this election period policy.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank Ms Dunn for her
question. I can confirm that planning will take priority
over the act, which is why, as I said, the councils must
discharge the obligations within statutory time lines,
and any caretaker policy adopted by the council cannot
override those obligations, very specifically, and I bring
that back to the Planning and Environment Act 1987.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question goes to the general point of clause 65 to
adopt new section 93B, headed ‘Council to adopt an
election period policy’. Is it not required as practices
currently stand that there be a caretaker period policy,
and how do the two differ?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question. The existing legislation provides for councils
to not make what would be regarded as large decisions
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in terms of awarding contracts and the like. This is seen
as complementing the existing legislation to provide
governance arrangements for how people within
council should conduct themselves during that
caretaker period at a more general level as well.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — If
I may continue, I have a number of smaller questions
on that point. Is it anticipated that the caretaker period
will be extended beyond what is stipulated now? How
much consultation has there been surrounding this? Is
there an intention by the department to assist with
fleshing out what ought to be the components of this
election period policy? As the caretaker policy stands
now, it is not currently being enforced. What are the
penalties for not complying?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I might answer the questions
in reverse. There are no penalties provided. In relation
to the length of time, the existing statutory period is
32 days. Should a council wish to extend that, they can
do so. There is no requirement restricting them or
otherwise. In relation to consultation, obviously when
the legislation went out for broad consultation, of
course this was included as part of the provisions when
feedback was sought.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
seems to me that one of the failings of the Local
Government Act 1989 over successive governments is
the fact that there are provisions for which, when they
are breached, there are no penalties. It basically makes
it a toothless tiger. I make that point and again urge the
minister when there is a review of the act to make sure
that whatever is in there, if there is a breach, it has to
have a consequence.
I would just like to raise a last point in relation to new
section 93B(5)(a), which is inserted by clause 65. It
talks about inappropriate decisions being made by a
council during an election period, including:
decisions that would affect voting in an election;

Why is that not being enforced currently and how does
its inclusion in this bill change the status quo?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Probably in a similar vein to
the request by Mrs Peulich — and I thank her for the
question — that we include clause 65 for the minister to
look at in greater detail, I am happy to take the question
in relation to new section 93B(5)(a), which is inserted
by clause 65, and add that to that list.
Clause agreed to; clauses 66 to 96 agreed to.

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (NO JAB, NO PLAY)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 October; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to rise to speak tonight on the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015. Let me say from the outset how important the
coalition believes immunisation is for our children.
There is no doubt that immunisation saves lives.
As a child I remember people being very nervous about
polio, and I remember having classmates who had polio
and having to deal with that. Amazing work has been
done through polio vaccination to largely eradicate
polio in Australia and in many countries right round the
world, and I know that Rotary has played an incredibly
important role in achieving that.
When you think about smallpox, the vaccination for
smallpox has led to its eradication as well — once
again, just in the late 1970s — and around the world so
many people now live instead of die from measles as a
result of the vaccinations that are in place. We still do
have, unfortunately, outbreaks from time to time of
measles, which just reminds us that while we have the
knowledge, the technology and the vaccines, we must
remain ever vigilant in terms of vaccinating and
protecting our children and young people from diseases
that can have a dramatic effect.
Worldwide there are still too many people without
access to vaccination, but in Australia we can be very
proud of our history of vaccination and what we
achieve in terms of the rates. In Victoria as well we
have had exceptional engagement and support from
parents in relation to the vaccination of their children. A
number of people have ongoing concerns, but the
science is genuinely in: we know vaccinations save
lives and they are absolutely vital. While concerns are
raised, the issue of a supposed connection between
vaccination and autism, for example, has been well and
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truly disproven. Vaccinations prevent outbreaks of
disease and save lives.
When a critical proportion of the community is
immunised against a contagious disease, it means that
most members of the community are protected against
the disease because there is little opportunity for an
outbreak or for the issue to get away. Even those who
are not vaccinated, whether it is infants, pregnant
women or medically contraindicated individuals, are
covered by a level of protection by those who are
already vaccinated because the spread of the contagious
disease is contained. This is known as herd immunity,
and as efforts to strengthen vaccination rates increase,
so too will we have a sustained level of herd immunity,
which gradually contributes to the elimination of the
vaccine-preventable contagious diseases.
I say very clearly from the outset how important
immunisation is for our children’s health and for our
community’s health across the board. While in
government the coalition was very supportive of
vaccinations, taking a number of measures in relation to
extending further immunisation, particularly around
education campaigns and ensuring that there was
ongoing research, so that it could successfully control
and possibly eliminate vaccine-preventable contagious
diseases.
As I mentioned earlier, Victoria has some reasonably
strong rates of immunisation. If we look at the rates for
children aged 1, there are 74 440 registered children, of
which approximately 68 000 are fully immunised — a
rate of 91.9 per cent. In the Aboriginal community, it is
about 85.3 per cent. When we look at children aged 2,
the rate is 93.5 per cent, with about 68 600 now
immunised. The Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
rate has increased to 91.5 per cent. The rate for children
aged 5 — these are the three levels of data that are
collected — is 92.7 per cent, with a 91.6 per cent rate in
the Aboriginal community. Once again these are high
rates but they are not yet necessarily at that herd
immunity rate, which is often thought to be 95 per cent.
Clearly there are opportunities to do more in relation to
improving those immunisation levels both in the
general population and of course in the Aboriginal
population as well.
A number of alternative strategies have been suggested
when you look at the research that is being conducted.
Healthcare education experts suggest there are four
categories that improve immunisation rates within the
community. There are initiatives that increase the
community’s knowledge or awareness of vaccination,
those that reduce the cost or increase the convenience
of accessing vaccination services, those aimed at the
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vaccination service providers and those that establish
guidelines, policies, regulations or laws to increase
compliance or mandate vaccination. Clearly the
evidence shows that things can work at all those
different levels in relation to increasing the rates.
There have been a number of studies and some good
work circulated by the minister’s office and some
research circulated by the library — I certainly
appreciate that work. A study by Kirsten Ward and
others called ‘Strategies to improve vaccination uptake
in Australia, a systematic review of types and
effectiveness’, published in the Australian and New
Zealand Journal of Public Health in 2012, suggests that
for enhancing access, catch-up plans for those overdue
for vaccination are particularly effective, often reducing
the percentage of those overdue by more than 50 per
cent, so it targets those directly and individually. The
same effectiveness has been observed for expanding
access in hospitals and vaccination clinics in public
settings. Interestingly that study found that regulatory
intervention showed limited effectiveness in improving
the vaccination update rate.
That is then countered by two other studies — one
titled ‘Increases in vaccination coverage for children in
child care, 1997 to 2000: an evaluation of the impact of
government incentives and initiatives’, published in the
Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health
in 2002, and ‘Effectiveness of the linkage of child care
and maternity payments to childhood immunisation’,
published in Vaccine, ‘the pre-eminent journal for those
interested in vaccines and vaccination’. They both
provide good evidence of the effectiveness of legislated
parental incentives for maintaining up-to-date
vaccination of their children.
Clearly there is a range of views on what can be
addressed and how to address that, and there is
evidence at different levels for success or otherwise. I
would certainly argue that you need to progress these
issues on all fronts in order to make sure that you are
engaging in strategies with parents and families across
the board in a mechanism that works for them.
That brings us to the bill we are debating this evening.
The bill essentially seeks a legislated mechanism
mandating a requirement for children to be vaccinated
before they can be enrolled in child care or
kindergarten. The purpose of the bill is that any parent
or guardian seeking to enrol their child in an early
childhood service in Victoria will be required to
provide evidence that the child is either fully
immunised for their age, on a vaccination catch-up
program, unable to be fully immunised for medical
reasons or within one of the exclusion categories.
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Essentially, from 1 January next year, these laws will
apply to all early childhood education and care services
in Victoria providing child care, kindergartens,
occasional care or family day care. A child cannot be
enrolled unless they are immunised. A child can be
enrolled if they have a medical exemption, as covered,
and fines of up to $20 000 can apply for
non-compliance with record-keeping requirements by
the early childhood service provider.
The legislation does not apply to enrolment in primary
and secondary school. It does not apply to outside
school hours care, such as after care, before care or
vacation care or to casual occasional care services that
offer care of less than 2 hours per day or less than
6 hours per week. It also does not apply to playgroups.
For parents whose children are fully immunised, there
is no change in terms of their experience because the
existing legislation already requires that the
immunisation information is provided on enrolment.
Where the change is now is for parents of children who
have not been fully immunised. The crux point is the
point of enrolment in those early childhood services
when children are not fully immunised.
Interestingly there are a number of exemptions. This is
one area where the bill gets quite interesting. It is
obviously different from how it has been portrayed and
what was expected. New section 143C(1) provides
exemptions for certain disadvantaged and vulnerable
cohorts of children, and new section 143C(2) places an
obligation on the person in charge of the early
childhood service to take reasonable steps to ensure that
an immunisation status certificate in relation to the
child is provided by a parent of the child within
16 weeks of the date on which the exempted child first
attends the early childhood service.
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determination in terms of a specific exemption. It is
interesting to note these exemptions and the issues they
throw up.
Both ministers’ offices were represented in the briefing,
and I thank the advisers and the departments for the
really positive engagement in the briefing process. It
was greatly valued. Through that process they
identified that the exemptions are largely driven by the
group of children who are eligible for the kindergarten
fee subsidy. It makes a lot of sense that if a group is to
be exempted, that is characterised around a group
which is already eligible for another element of support
so that it is not necessary to go through another set of
processes to determine who they are. The kindergarten
fee subsidy exempts children who are Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander, children from multiple births and
children in the care of parents or guardians who hold
concession cards.
These three exemptions are unusual in terms of
legislation found anywhere else in the country. When
you compare them to the first few exemptions, which
are small in number, occur in unusual or exceptional
circumstances and are often excluded in other contexts,
it is these three that are additional and unique to
Victoria. If there is a group that is exempted, what order
of magnitude are we talking about in terms of the
numbers exempted? It is impossible to know an exact
number but it is possible to undertake a bit of a proxy
and extrapolate from that how many children will be
exempted. There is data available on children who are
eligible for the kindergarten fee subsidy but that only
includes children who are enrolled in four-year-old
kindergarten, whereas the criteria for the 16-week
exemption relates to all children.

There are seven categories of exemption. They include
children evacuated from their usual place of residence,
children who are in emergency care and children who
are in the care of an adult other than their parent due to
illness or incapacity. I would have thought that the
groups one would reasonably expect to be exempted
would be relatively small and only exempted in quite
unusual and exceptional circumstances.

Approximately 26.5 per cent of children attending
four-year-old kindergarten receive the kindergarten fee
subsidy each year, totalling about 19 500 children last
year. The largest group in that cohort are children of
healthcare card holders. The group of concession card
holders dominate those figures. Using that number to
extrapolate from, the second-reading speech estimates
that about 260 000 Victorian children attending over
3000 early childhood services will be impacted by this
legislation.

The bill excludes children who are descended from,
identified or accepted as an Aborigine or Torres Strait
Islander; children who are in the care of a parent who is
the holder of a healthcare card, pensioner concession
card, veterans gold card or veterans white card; and
children who were one child of a multiple birth — that
is, the birth of triplets or more. There are also
circumstances where the secretary can make a

It is reasonable to assume that if 26.5 per cent of kids in
four-year-old kindergarten are eligible for the
kindergarten fee subsidy, then roughly 26.5 per cent of
the 260 000 children impacted by this legislation will
be eligible to be exempted under the no jab, no play
policy. Acknowledging that the largest group of that are
concession card holders, that means nearly
70 000 children will be potentially exempted under the
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criteria. Obviously 92 per cent of the population are
immunised, but potentially there will be roughly
5500 children — if you take 8 per cent of the 72 000 —
in kindergartens and childcare centres who may not be
immunised as a result of the exemptions being put in
place. It is interesting to put a context to and a number
on the potential impact of the exemptions we have.
I think it is important to go through that because I
believe there has been quite a disconnect between the
rhetoric of the government and the reality of the policy.
I will give the house a few examples. In a media release
of Sunday, 16 August, headed ‘Enhanced “No Jab, No
Play” to protect more children’, the Minister for Health,
the Honourable Jill Hennessy, says:
The only exemption will be for children who have a
documented medical reason that they cannot be fully
immunised.

That is a very clear and definitive statement about those
who are exempted.
Similarly, in the Assembly on 18 August the minister
said in a ministers statement:
Under our plan, only those children whose doctors have
supported the fact that they cannot be immunised due to
medical conditions will have a legitimate exemption from this
policy.

Indeed even the question-and-answer sheet from the
Department of Health and Human Services headed
‘Q&A — No jab, no play’ states in its first sentence
that all children will be required to be fully vaccinated
in order to be enrolled in child care and/or kindergarten
in Victoria. All children!
The government got a lot of credit for having a very
strong stand on this issue. In fact in an article headed
‘Smart, safe and to the point’ the Sunday Herald Sun of
16 August states:
As the Sunday Herald Sun today reveals, every Victorian
preschooler will soon need up-to-date immunisations under
tough ‘no jab, no play’ laws set to apply from January 1.

Having talked about a medical certificate from a doctor
being required for an exemption, it goes on to state:
No other excuses will be allowed.

I think it is very interesting that we have had incredibly
strong rhetoric from the government in relation to this
policy, but when you look at the detail of the legislation
the reality of the policy is that a very significant
cohort — 70 000 children — will be exempted from the
policy. Therefore a significant proportion of them —
over 5000 — will potentially not be immunised
because of the exemptions provided under the bill.
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Those exemptions are not medically connected. Those
exemptions are based on economic or cultural
circumstances. The main thing is making that
connection between the two.
Let me go on with some of the concerns we have in
relation to the bill. These exemptions would be
understandable if the grace period was a genuine grace
period. The bill provides for a 16-week period — which
is described in the bill as a grace period — where
parents are provided with information in order to fulfil
the requirements of having their children immunised.
The issue at hand is that if you look at the bill in more
detail, the grace period is not just a grace period — it
actually does not provide any requirement for
immunisation to happen at all.
In fact new section 143C(2), which is introduced by
clause 5, obliges the person in charge of the early
childhood service to take reasonable steps within
16 weeks to encourage a parent to have their child
vaccinated and to procure the immunisation status
certificate. There is no requirement for the early
childhood service to exclude or remove a child from
that service on the grounds of not having been
appropriately immunised. When you look at what
happens if a child is exempted, new section 143C(2)
states:
Within 16 weeks after the date on which the child first attends
the early childhood service, the person in charge of the early
childhood service must take reasonable steps —

as I have said —
to ensure that an immunisation status certificate in relation to
the child is provided by a parent of the child.

When you then look at the explanatory
memorandum — and you have to trace the steps
here — it explains that:
Section 143C(2) provides that, despite the exemption —

in the earlier section, for a variety of reasons —
… the person in charge of the early childhood service
attended by the child must take reasonable steps …

It goes on to say:
Reasonable steps may include providing the parent of the
child with information about immunisation and referring the
parent of the child to a recognised immunisation provider
who can provide information concerning vaccination
schedules and administer any necessary vaccines.

So we have a situation where a group of people who are
exempted have what is called a grace period. In reality
the grace period only requires, at a minimum, that an
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information brochure or pack is provided to the parent
who has not immunised their child, and a referral — let
us say the telephone number of a local service, be it a
local council, a maternal and child health service or a
GP — is provided. That is the total extent of the
requirement for this group of 70 000 children who are
exempted from the policy to be immunised.
I understand the logic of that exemption, and certainly
in consulting with the sectors there is support for that
leeway, but I wanted to highlight once again that the
rhetoric of the government does not match the reality.
That leeway is provided because people do not want
children from an Aboriginal background or children
whose parents are concession card holders to be limited
in not being able to access early childhood services,
because we know how important that is to their being
school ready and setting themselves up for the rest of
their lives. But the point that is important to make is
that the government’s rhetoric — ‘no jab, no play’ — is
not matched by the reality of the bill.
In fact, on 13 October in an article in the Herald Sun
headed ‘Andrews can’t back away from no jab no play
policy’, Susie O’Brien states:
What’s the point of having a no jab, no play policy if there is
no enforcement? Children aren’t sent home, or banned from
kinder.
In other words, it’s no jab, keep on playing as long as you
like.

What has clearly happened is that people have realised
that the rhetoric does not match the reality of the bill.
Our second concern in relation to the bill is that it is not
what was promised. A Labor press release of
3 February 2014, headed ‘Labor commits to “no jab, no
play” at child care’ states:
The ‘no jab, no play’ policy will require parents to provide an
immunisation status certificate which states their child is fully
immunised for their age. This will require an amendment to
the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
Children who are not fully immunised will not be able to
enrol in child care unless they have an approved exemption
for a medical reason or their parents have a conscientious
objection. To receive this exemption, parents must receive
counselling from a medical practitioner and state they have
been advised of the risks of not immunising their child.

Earlier this year the government announced with much
fanfare that it was tightening the bill and it would not
allow conscientious objection. I have to say the
coalition is supportive of conscientious objectors not
being exempted under this policy. However, once again
the promise the Andrews Labor Party made in
opposition does not match what is being delivered in
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government. The data is available, and once again from
some information provided by the library, that about
1.36 per cent of all children are conscientious objectors
in Victoria. That relates probably to about
3500 children.
I have had, as many members will have had, many
emails from people who are anti-vaccine. In fact I did a
bit of a tally of some commentary on my Facebook
page because it got fairly active in relation to this. For a
lot of people, the main issues were that the state should
not control medical decisions of parents, that the
pro-vaccine science is incorrect or disputed, that
vaccines are poisonous or dangerous and that children
have been injured by vaccines. These are the arguments
they put. It is important to note for the record that there
have been many emails, much commentary and much
concern from the group which makes conscientious
objection in relation to not getting immunised. As I
have said, we in the coalition support there not being an
exemption for conscientious objectors and those who
reject vaccination for their children; however, it is a
group for whom an expectation was set by the
government in opposition which has now been turned
around in terms of the reality of this bill.
It is also important to comment on the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee (SARC) report, because a
lot of the emails have been commenting that the SARC
report was not addressed in the lower house debate.
Once again, it is for the Minister for Health and the
government to defend the management of the process
in relation to those issues, but for the purposes of the
debate and in response to many of those concerns it is
important to note that the minister provided a
comprehensive response to SARC, that SARC accepted
the minister’s response and that SARC is comfortable
with the minister’s response in relation to the issues she
was asked to comment further on when the SARC
report was released in the last sitting week, when the
bill was debated in the lower house.
I will quote a couple of paragraphs from Alert Digest
No. 13 and the letter from the minister, where in
relation to the issue of medical contraindication for one
or more vaccines she says:
New section 143B does treat unimmunised differently from
immunised children. However, in my view the different
treatment provided for under section 143B is not simply
based on the likelihood of a child having disease-causing
organisms in their body in the future. Rather, the basis of the
different treatment is the failure to take a step which may
prevent or minimise the impact of a disease.

She goes on to say:
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Particularly relevant in these circumstances is the importance
of the purpose of the limitation, as contemplated by
section 7(2)(b) of the charter. The Parliament has explicitly
recognised in section 86 of the EO act that measures taken for
the protection of the health of individuals and/or the public
generally is a purpose which justifies a limit on the right.

Many concerns have been raised in relation to the
SARC report and its status last sitting week. The
minister has now responded to those questions asked.
SARC has accepted the minister’s response and
believes it is then a matter for the Parliament to decide,
so that process has been completed as is expected.
As I said, we support the lack of exemption for
conscientious objectors, but the interesting thing here is
that we have a government that is prepared to say at
every opportunity that it delivers on each and every
election commitment. Here is a government that is
prepared to vary election commitments where it clearly
got it wrong in opposition, and that is a decision that
has been made. This is one example of that happening,
whereas we get inflexible rhetoric on other issues
where the government also got it wrong in opposition
but is not prepared to be flexible. So we see a variation
in this case, which is obviously a change we support,
but it is a change which shows that the government was
wrong in opposition and that when it suits it, it does not
deliver on election commitments as articulated in
opposition.
I also want to comment in relation to some very
thorough feedback we had from the Victorian
Aboriginal Community Controlled Health Organisation
(VACCHO), and I thank its representatives for the
advice they have provided to the coalition in relation to
the bill. VACCHO raised a number of concerns, and
they may be concerns that perhaps the minister can
address in her response, or perhaps we can go to some
detail in committee. I have not spent much time on the
early childhood providers, and I am sure that my
colleague, the shadow minister responsible for that
area, will spend some time on it, but they raise their
concern with some of the obligations that the
amendments to the no jab, no play bill impose on early
childhood education services, including VACCHO and
Aboriginal early childhood services. They say:
In particular, the aligned failure to comply court penalty of up
to $20 000, which Ms Hennessy’s second reading of the
amendment clarified is exclusively directed at these services.
Our concern is that this disproportionately targets these
services as enforcers of the no jab no play bill, omits effective
mechanisms to support them in this capacity and fails to
distribute the burden through accountable services such as the
authorised officers, local council or other immunisation
providers.
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The penalties that are part of this bill are solely imposed
on the early childhood services providers. They are the
ones that bear the penalties and obviously VACCHO is
raising some concerns in relation to that. The early
childhood providers go on to request that the bill be
examined prior to being passed, and a number of issues
are being raised in that context.
We are not proposing to delay the bill, but we think
there are some important questions that need to be
asked — things such as: what work has been and will
be done to identify and understand the barriers to
accessing appropriate vaccinations and responding with
appropriate strategies to reduce these barriers? What are
effective strategies to support collaboration between
early childhood education and care services, local
council immunisation providers and authorised officers
so that vaccination rates could be improved? What is
best practice in relation to strategies to support families
to access and take up age-appropriate immunisations?
What resourcing is being provided to ensure that there
is the capacity to allow access to vaccination at all
relevant providers and services that meets an expected
increase in demand that may flow from this policy?
How do we ensure timely reporting of vaccination to
the Australian childhood immunisation register so that
up-to-date reports and information can be accessed by
providers and by parents and carers? How are we going
to review the impact of this bill in terms of the
compliance, and how will the service providers be able
to interpret the certificates provided from multiple
sources — and there may be issues where there are
overseas or interstate sources. How do we monitor,
review and respond to the effective age-appropriate
vaccination rates, including the disadvantaged and
vulnerable groups allowed exemptions to vaccination
under sections of this bill?
The issues raised by VACCHO are very worthwhile
and worth contemplating, because what they say, as I
stated at the beginning, that mandating the requirement
for immunisation in terms of access to services needs a
context around it in terms of why people are not
accessing immunisation in the first place and what
strategies help them to do that, rather than just having
the blunt instrument of a law itself. What resourcing
will be provided? How will we learn from that? How
do we then take this forward into the future? It would
be helpful if the minister responsible were able to
respond on some of those issues and, as I said, perhaps
we can touch on a few of them in committee.
The last issue I want to raise is a specific one from a
lady named Helen Jurcevic, who does incredible work
in our community. She works on behalf of women,
particularly from multicultural backgrounds, so they
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can engage in their local communities. She has done
incredible work with a village in Kenya to provide
services and has also worked with families who have
come from Kenya who are seeking to settle here in
Australia.
One of the interesting and unusual situations she has is
that one of the families she works with and supports has
young children aged two and four, and because they are
currently on temporary visas they do not have access to
the free immunisation that everyone else does. It took
some hunting around and some help from the minister’s
office as well, which I appreciate, but to be eligible for
free vaccines in Victoria you have to hold a Medicare
card, hold a permanent visa, have applied for a
permanent visa, hold Australian citizenship or be an
asylum seeker. This woman does not fit into any of
those categories, because she holds a temporary visa
and is seeking to apply for a permanent visa, and for a
variety of reasons that process is taking a lot longer.
This means that for her four-year-old, who she is
seeking to access early childhood services for, she has
to pay $300 every time she gets an immunisation. She
is absolutely prepared to do that — and it is the same
for her two-year-old, who is coming through, and for
any other children she may have — but it is not free
and it is not easy. For some immigrants on temporary
visas, $300 a time for immunisation is a very high
hurdle.
I raise her issues because eligibility is dependent on the
commonwealth government, but how it plays out is
very much in the context of the Victorian environment.
People on temporary visas in Victoria want to access
early childhood services and want to do the right thing,
but they do so at an incredible cost. She has had to
borrow money and go into debt to make sure that her
children can be immunised. She has been prepared to
do that, but this may be another group where the
government should either advocate to the federal
government that they also be eligible for free
vaccination or contemplate some way to add support
for this group to do the right thing. They want their
children vaccinated, but they find the cost prohibitive. It
is important to raise this case for Helen in the context of
the incredible work she has done and to highlight that
there is a disparity for a particular group.
I come to the conclusion of my contribution to the
debate on this bill. Essentially we have said clearly that
immunisation is absolutely vital. It saves lives, and we
continue to support a broad spectrum of measures that
further enhance what is an already good, but could be
better, immunisation program in Victoria.
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I have highlighted a number of concerns in relation to
the bill. There are a wide range of exceptions, which
include as many as 70 000 children who will not be
required to be immunised under this bill. The grace
period in place is not a grace period but in fact an
open-ended period in which children who are not
immunised under the exemption categories are not
required to get immunised; it is only required that some
information be provided to them. The bill does not
match the rhetoric of the government over the last
18 months in terms of those exempted groups, and it
also does not match the promise it made in highlighting
that it is prepared to change its election commitments
when it realises it gets it wrong. VACCHO has raised a
number of concerns in relation to how the bill will be
implemented and what support will be provided to
families and service providers to make sure that the full
benefits of the legislation are realised through further
resourcing and support.
For all those reasons the coalition is not opposing the
bill. We believe that not only legislated measures such
as this but also more support and initiative across the
board will ensure that Victoria continues to be well
immunised and that we can increase our current rate
from about 92 per cent to the level of herd immunity, at
95 per cent, a target that is well supported across the
board. I commend the bill to the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill 2015. Before I
begin my speech I would like to thank the minister’s
office staff, who organised quite a comprehensive
review for me and were also able to answer a number
of questions during and after that briefing.
I want to begin by stating that the Greens join health
and scientific experts in absolutely supporting
vaccination as a safe, proven and critical preventative
health measure. The elimination of horrific diseases
such as polio in Australia is testament to the incredible
effectiveness and importance of vaccines.
Unfortunately vaccine coverage rates in Australia,
including Victoria, are not what they should be. Health
organisations recommend vaccination rates of around
95 per cent to prevent outbreaks of most
vaccine-preventable contagious diseases. Over the past
decade in Victoria that rate of immunisation has
remained at around 92 per cent. However, in some
localities vaccination rates are below that average, with
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the lowest statistically reliable rate being about 82 per
cent to 85 per cent coverage in a few suburbs,
depending on the age of the child.
As vaccination coverage rates drop, there is an
increased risk of disease outbreak. These outbreaks can
affect every young child who has not yet been fully
vaccinated, pregnant women, who put themselves and
their foetus at risk, and other non-vaccinated children.
Many of the diseases we vaccinate against are just
horrible. They can leave people with lifelong
disabilities or health problems, and some of the diseases
can be life threatening. From a public health
perspective there is a clear need to boost vaccination
rates. The question is how best to do this.
To answer that question it is useful to understand why
some parents have not vaccinated their children. In
Victoria about 1.4 per cent of the population are
conscientious objectors. These people make up the
minority of those who have not vaccinated their
children. Other reasons why someone might not
vaccinate include that some people, perhaps genuinely,
have not got around to it due to a range of life
circumstances. There is a group of quite disadvantaged
people who have not got their children vaccinated due
to their difficult life circumstances or chaotic home
environment. There are those people who have not got
their children vaccinated for genuine medical reasons,
such as being allergic to an ingredient in a particular
vaccine or having a serious medical condition where
vaccination is delayed until the child has recovered.
There is also a group of people who might be called
‘hesitaters’. They are not strongly opposed to
vaccination, but they have heard that there might be
some risks and they are thus unsure about vaccination.
These people do not perceive a strong risk of their child
contracting any of the horrible diseases that
immunisation prevents, so they think that on balance it
might be reasonable not to vaccinate or to delay
vaccination until their child is older or they simply have
not yet made a decision either way. Hesitating parents
may not realise that in some areas the local vaccination
rate is getting well below safe levels and thus the risk of
an outbreak is increasing.
It is in this context that the government has proposed
the no jab, no play bill. The bill requires a child to be
age-appropriately vaccinated in order to enrol in
virtually all public and private childcare and
kindergarten services. Upon enrolment parents must
provide an immunisation status certificate to the
childcare centre or kindergarten showing that the child
is age-appropriately vaccinated. Those with genuine
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medical reasons for not vaccinating are required to
provide a certificate of medical exemption.
The bill creates a 16-week grace period in relation to
the requirement to produce an immunisation certificate
for low socio-economic and disadvantaged households.
This critical part of the legislation will enable parents to
get their child into child care while giving them time to
organise the vaccination for the child or to have the
paperwork completed. This is important because it
recognises that some families can be under pressure and
have multiple stresses. This provision enables time for
support to be provided to get things in order.
The Greens believe that this legislation could be an
effective trigger for hesitaters and the disorganised to
arrange an appointment with their GP or child and
maternal health nurse and to have that conversation, get
the information they need about the importance of
immunisation and hopefully have their child
vaccinated. It is for this reason that the Greens are
willing to support the bill. However, we do have
concerns about the bill, including its implementation,
and we call on the government to monitor this
legislation with a first review during mid-2017 when
the second start-of-year enrolment period ends.
The reasons we believe the legislation needs to be
reviewed are as follows. Firstly, a number of people
have raised concerns about the issue of those opposing
vaccinations losing access to early childhood education
and child care, which is essential for mothers to return
to work. The Greens, along with other parties, have
been clear about our strong support for universal access
to kindergarten in the year before school, and we
strongly support continuing to professionalise and
increase access to child care. We remain very
committed to this.
In deciding to support this bill we have carefully
considered its implementation in relation to the small
number of people who oppose vaccination under any
circumstances. Unfortunately conscientious objectors
are unlikely to vaccinate their children even if this bill
passes into law. These families will thus lose access to
child care and early childhood education, which is of
concern to us. However, we had to weigh up our
concern about this with the risk posed by low rates of
vaccination coverage and the risk of an outbreak of a
terrible life-threatening but vaccine-preventable disease.
We had to think of very young children who are not yet
fully immunised. We had to think of pregnant women
and their foetuses. We had to think of those who cannot
be vaccinated due to medical conditions.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT (NO JAB, NO PLAY) BILL 2015
3892

COUNCIL

We cannot afford to put pregnant women and children
at risk due to the choices of others not to vaccinate,
which is why we have chosen to support this bill.
Vaccinations are a collective social responsibility that
the Greens believe we should all accept to protect
ourselves and our communities. We must minimise the
risk that those who choose differently — those who
choose not to vaccinate — pose to others. Childcare
centres are a likely place for contagious outbreaks and
are frequented by at-risk people such as pregnant
women and very young children. These children are of
an age at which vaccinations are scheduled to be
administered, so it makes sense to target these
environments with this legislation.
However, our concern about full access to child care
remains, and thus we believe the full impact of the
legislation will need to be closely monitored. Given that
this legislation is likely to have negative impacts on
some families, we must be careful to verify that it is
achieving what it set out to do and that it is effective at
increasing immunisation rates. We also need to ensure
that any potential negative impacts on families are
minimised and that children and their families are not
being excluded from child care unnecessarily.
This takes me to my second reason for the need to
monitor and review the legislation and its
implementation. While the government has provided a
16-week grace period after the enrolment of a child
from a disadvantaged family into child care, we are
concerned that it has not announced any funding and
that it has not been clear enough about the additional
resources and support it will make available to
childcare centres and local councils to provide targeted
assistance to low-income and disadvantaged
households to get their children immunised.
We know that some households are chaotic or parents
are under significant strain and need extra support to get
vaccinations organised, even with a 16-week grace
period. It is not enough to give those parents an
information pack and expect that they will get it sorted.
These households need support to make and keep
appointments. They may need a child and maternal
healthcare nurse to go to them and to provide the
paperwork directly to the childcare centre, as well as to
parents.
The burden of responsibility for adhering to this
legislation is fully on the shoulders of the childcare
centre, but it is not the body that can administer
vaccinations. Nor would a childcare centre necessarily
be able to put on extra staff. Already stretched staff
would not have time to provide support to
disadvantaged households to organise their
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immunisations and the paperwork. This could mean
centres might be forced to expel children who do not
comply after 16 weeks. I think the government would
agree that this is not a desirable outcome, so appropriate
steps need to be taken to minimise the risk of this
happening.
Alternatively, this legislation may be poorly enforced,
and that would be a bad outcome if the objective is to
increase vaccination rates. To be effective, the
implementation of this legislation needs to be well
thought through and administered. Childcare centres are
not experienced in this area and need support to
understand the barriers to vaccinations and to develop
best practice strategies and communication channels
between the centres, councils, immunisation providers
and government departments if the aim is to improve
vaccination rates.
For those areas and childcare centres with large
numbers of low-income families and disadvantaged
children enrolling, or high levels of objectors, targeted
funding will be necessary for council and childcare
centres to provide support to parents and to undertake
the required liaison between health professionals,
parents and childcare centres to ensure that children are
in fact vaccinated. Local governments might also need
additional funding to put on extra staff to deal with a
big boost in demand for vaccinations in the
pre-enrolment period. This is particularly true of many
of the councils in growth areas, such as the City of
Wyndham, where I think approximately 70 babies are
born a week. Are those councils going to be getting
extra support, without having a lengthy wait period?
They will also need timely reimbursements from the
government for the costs of providing this service.
This situation needs to be monitored closely so that
children are not unnecessarily excluded from child care.
This is particularly important in the Aboriginal early
childhood services area, where it may even be more
critical that no child is left behind in their educational
opportunity.
To conclude, I would like to say that the Greens will
support this bill in the interests of public health, but the
implementation will be critical. We are seeking a
commitment from the government in relation to
monitoring and review, so that it can and does deliver
the best possible outcome for all. I would also like to
say to those who are unsure or hesitant about vaccines,
the science and the evidence are absolutely clear. Do
not let doubt stop you from giving yourself and your
children potentially life-saving healthcare. Vaccinations
are safe and proven. Do not believe everything you read
on the internet. Please see your GP or your health
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professional, whom you trust, for expert advice on why
vaccinations are so important.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SHING (Eastern
Victoria).
Debate adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety and relates to
the Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve in western Victoria
and in particular in the Assembly electorate of
South-West Coast. The Tower Hill reserve is located on
the Princes Highway, some 14 kilometres north of the
great city of Warrnambool, and is a very popular tourist
attraction.
For those who have not had the good fortune to have
visited Tower Hill, it is an extinct volcano of national
and international significance for its geological forms.
It is also a most beautiful place with an abundance of
native flora and flora. However, the signage to this
spectacular natural treasure is, in my view and in the
view of many, manifestly inadequate, such that visitors
looking for Tower Hill can drive past without being
aware they have missed the turn-off or they can
perform a late and dangerous traffic manoeuvre to
make the turn into the entrance to the road to Tower
Hill.
I request that the minister work with VicRoads to install
larger signage that forewarns tourists and drivers with
regard to the location of the Tower Hill reserve and of
the distance to the turn-off to the reserve.

Caroline Springs railway station
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, the Honourable Jacinta Allan, and it is a
matter I have raised in this house on many occasions. It
concerns the building of the Caroline Springs train
station, something that the community in that area has
been calling for for quite some time. Finally under the
Andrews Labor government the sod has been turned to
mark the beginning of construction.
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Access to public transport is vital, but the
65 926 people living in the area — a population that is
expanding daily within the eastern corridor of the City
of Melton — have gone without a train station for many
years. The government is changing that. No longer will
residents need to drive to either Deer Park or
Watergardens stations, a drive which, depending on
traffic, could take more than 20 minutes. The Caroline
Springs station is needed to improve the public
transport options available to the growing community
in the west. The new station will give current and future
residents improved access to jobs, study and other
important services. It will include ramps to make
accessibility easier, CCTV cameras and facilities for
protective services officers to make the station safer for
commuters. To cope with demand the station will also
have a car park with 350 spaces, bus bays, a taxi rank
and a drop-off zone. Caroline Springs train station is
expected to be used by a staggering 1500 commuters
per day, which highlights how important this new
development is.
My office has been inundated with messages of thanks
to the government for making this much-needed
resource a reality, something that those opposite
committed to only once they had upgraded and
constructed stations in the inner east. I ask the minister:
when can the residents of Caroline Springs, Burnside
and Plumpton expect the station to be completed and
fully functional?

Commercial fishing licences
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Agriculture
and Minister for Regional Development, the
Honourable Jaala Pulford. The matter I raise concerns
the current treatment of the holders of 43 commercial
fishing licences, whose families have been operating in
Port Phillip Bay for over 170 years. Since 2000 the
number of licensed fishers entitled to operate has
reduced by 63 per cent, and those who are left are
fourth and fifth generation fishers who, thanks to the
Andrews government’s election commitment, will now
be bought out, losing their livelihoods and a chance to
pass their fishing traditions on to their children.
The eight-year buy-out plan with sliding catch caps and
a $20 million compensation fund, using three-year
catch histories, differs from the position the coalition
took to the last election, but both parties responded to
the strong advocacy of the recreational fishing industry,
the members of which provided strong arguments to all
political parties that the current commercial fishing in
Port Phillip Bay was not sustainable and that depleting
fish stocks was hampering the catches of the
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recreational fishers in the bay. Whilst this was a popular
view, the science and data collected by Fisheries
Victoria did not show this but in fact showed that fish
stocks are currently sustainable in Port Phillip Bay with
the commercial licences operating.

Victoria will support people living with a disability
with a contribution of $2.5 billion per year, matching
the commonwealth government’s contribution. This
equates to a doubling of the funds currently committed
to support people living with a disability.

The Andrews government policy is to increase the
number of recreational anglers in Victoria from
720 000 to 1 million by 2020. Given that policy, the
commercial fishers are slowly being squeezed out, even
though the catch of snapper is approximately
120 tonnes to commercial netting and 650 tonnes to
recreational fishing, and for King George whiting it is
85 tonnes compared to recreational fishing of
156 tonnes — nearly twice as much, or three-quarters
as much in relation to snapper. While commercial
fishers use a mix of net and longline, depending on
target species, time of season, market prices and so on,
fish like whiting, garfish, flounder, flathead and tommy
rough cannot be caught on longline and will be caught
in the netting ban. Consequently, supplies of local fresh
fish in the Geelong and Bellarine region will slowly dry
up.

More than 105 000 Victorians living with a disability
will benefit from the NDIS, a system that will give
people the control to live the life they choose and
provides access to the support they need, when they
need it. With Victoria’s trial sites being in Geelong and
Colac, in my electorate, I have had the opportunity and
pleasure of being regularly updated on the progress of
the NDIS. I am extremely proud of the work that has
been undertaken to date and of how the wider
community of Geelong and Colac has embraced this
once-in-a-generation initiative.

Given the short five-week period of consultation, from
25 September to 1 November, the review of individual
catch caps by government appointee Craig Ingram, who
has a conflict of interest given his role as coordinator of
Target One Million for recreational fishers, the fact that
the science indicates sustainable compatibility of
commercial and recreational fishing in Port Phillip Bay
with the ongoing voluntary buyback of licences, and, as
has been the case in the past, the fact that commercial
fishers have been wrongly maligned over the Andrews
government policy, I ask that the minister call for a
review of the current policy and delay any decision
until such time as the outcomes of an environmental
and social impact study on the Port Phillip Bay and
Corio Bay fishery, its health and its sustainability, have
been evaluated.

National disability insurance scheme
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. It is in relation to the national
disability insurance scheme (NDIS). The action I seek
from the minister is that he host a forum regarding the
rollout of the national disability insurance scheme in the
south-west in the near future.
As members in the chamber will be aware, last month
the Premier of Victoria signed a bilateral agreement
with the commonwealth government that will allow for
the full rollout of the NDIS in Victoria over the next
three years. This means that into the future the state of

I have no doubt that the rest of the Victoria will
embrace this important program. However, there will
undoubtedly be many questions as well as feedback
from constituents in the south-west before the rollout
takes place. The minister is in the best position to team
up with representatives of the NDIS and host a forum
for people in my electorate, and I request that he do so
in the near future.

Better Together alliance
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and it relates to the Greater Shepparton schools Better
Together alliance’s application for funding of
$300 000 per annum to fund a coordinator and cover
other costs associated with the program. My request of
the minister is that he provide the alliance schools with
the $300 000 in funding they seek to ensure that they
are able to continue providing the highest quality of
education to students in Greater Shepparton.
The Better Together alliance is a collaborative effort of
the four government schools in Greater Shepparton —
McGuire College, Mooroopna Secondary College,
Shepparton High School and Wanganui Park
Secondary College — which have united with the aim
of achieving education excellence for their students.
Part of this alliance is the alignment of timetables
among the schools so that it is possible for students to
go between them and access different subjects.
Representatives of the alliance met with the minister
recently and came away from that meeting with the
impression that the minister had received the program
well and that they stood a good chance of getting
funding. At the meeting they outlined to the minister
that they would need $300 000 between the four
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schools to continue to run this program. The $300 000
needs to be in addition to and a separate line item to the
current student resource package funding the schools
receive. Of that sum, $130 000 would be used to fund a
project coordinator and the remaining $170 000 is
needed for professional development, to upgrade ICT
infrastructure and to transport students between schools
to expand their pathways options.
To the surprise and disappointment of the alliance
members, funding has not been forthcoming from the
government. This rejection has been even more keenly
felt as the minister and the Premier have spent the last
week touting their rhetoric of Victoria as the education
state. The Minister for Education has been quoted in
media releases as saying the Andrews Labor
government is investing:
… to make Victoria the education state, so every community
has access to great local schools and every child gets the
chance to succeed.

I cannot see how the minister can make this claim when
he has refused to provide the innovative Better
Together alliance with a moderate figure to achieve his
stated aim.
Greater Shepparton is one of the most disadvantaged
areas in the state. We have a high number of new
settlers, including children, who require additional
support. We have a relatively low percentage of school
leavers who go on to higher education. Our youth
unemployment rate of 15.4 per cent is higher than the
state average.
Greater Shepparton schools need the government to
fund the Better Together alliance so they can provide
better outcomes for their students and break the cycle of
disadvantage in our community. My request of the
minister is that he provide the alliance schools with the
$300 000 in funding they seek to ensure that they are
able to continue providing the highest quality of
education to students in Greater Shepparton.

Cobains and Ellinbank primary schools
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The action I seek
is for the Minister for Education, Mr Merlino, to
address the water supply issues at Cobains Primary
School and Ellinbank Primary School. Currently
Cobains Primary School has a water supply
arrangement that relies upon the goodwill of a
neighbour and pipes which lie across adjacent land. On
a number of occasions the school’s water supply has
been interrupted as a consequence of this arrangement.
Ellinbank Primary School has water pumped from Bear
Creek through a neighbouring property, and the pipe
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that is used is old and frequently bursts, which costs the
school hundreds of dollars each time a repair is required
to be undertaken. The school has a tank that collects
water, but the water is continually contaminated with
bird faeces and I understand it is unfit for human
consumption.
The previous government did nothing to address these
serious issues despite the fact that they were well on its
radar. Both schools desperately need water tanks to
provide them with a safe and reliable source of water.
On that basis I call upon the minister to take the action
necessary to remedy the current situation, which is
unsanitary and unsafe.

Waverley Park powerlines
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
is for the attention of the Minister for Planning. It
concerns the Waverley Park powerline situation. I
know the minister is familiar with this, given it is within
his electorate. I know Mrs Peulich is also familiar with
the issue and a great advocate for it. The Waverley Park
residents are still awaiting a decision by this
government, and the reality is that this matter goes back
a long way — in fact, it goes back to 2002.
Mr Jennings — I have heard you criticise Mr Guy
before.
Mr DAVIS — I have never criticised Mr Guy. I
have criticised Mr Andrews, the member for Mulgrave
in the Assembly, who has been the local member since
2002 — around the time that Mirvac received its first
planning permit on this matter requiring a 34-metre
high-tension powerline to be put underground. Thirteen
years later Mirvac has still not done what it undertook
to do under the original permit. Many residents were
sold properties in this area with this explicitly in their
contract. I have seen one of those contracts. They are
completely clear that the powerlines are to go
underground, and these were properties sold on the
basis of underground powerlines.
Mr Guy refused an application in April last year. He
later called the case in near to the time it was to be
heard at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal and referred it to an advisory committee,
which reported in February 2015. It is many months
later and Daniel Andrews has still to act. The Minister
for Planning has still to act. This, I have to say, has
gone on long enough: 2002 is a long time ago. It was
the time Mr Andrews came into Parliament, and he has
done nothing in his time to resolve this issue. I am not
sure how many planning ministers there have been
since then, but it is quite a number. What is clear is that
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the advisory committee reported in February 2015, and
it is now time for the planning minister to act. I am
asking that the planning minister ensure that the
residents have an outcome here that sees the powerlines
go underground, as they were promised, and that he and
the Premier stop their dithering and delays.

Abbotsford Convent
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade. One of the first
institutions I visited in my region after being elected
was, unusually, a convent — the Abbotsford Convent. I
have always loved the space, regardless of its history of
cruelty to women and children and the other nefarious
things it was host to. It is beautiful. Since the CEO of
the Abbotsford Convent Foundation, Maggie Maguire,
made me aware that this not-for-profit community-run
venue was being hit by a congestion levy, I have been
campaigning for the levy’s removal.
The convent attracts 1.3 million visitors every year and
is a major cultural and tourist hub in the electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region. It does not charge an
entry fee, so it is a great option for families in my
region. A few weeks ago I joined thousands of those
families — music lovers enjoying the sun and an
amazing range of music. It is a wonderful place for
musicians, both those who are established and those
who are emerging. There is lots of space for children
and plenty of room for even grown-ups to roam. It also
provides a great incubator for artisans such as jewellers,
potters and so on.
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Level crossings
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter that I wish to raise is for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport in her role as providing
oversight to the level crossing removal program, in
particular as it affects the south-east. From reading the
Level Crossing Removal Update 02, issue no. 2 of
September 2015, I note that:
The Caulfield to Dandenong package has two short-listed
bidders who are currently developing designs and
construction methods for removing nine level crossings and
rebuilding four stations along the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor.

It also says that as part of the process the authority is
working with the bidders to integrate community
feedback as well as providing input from key
stakeholders, including councils, utility providers and
government agencies, presumably to get a design that
meets the needs of each site.
The concern I wish to raise is the nature of the
information sessions or consultations that have been
scheduled. Most of them have now passed, but I note
that five out of seven were scheduled during work
hours, including 10.45 a.m. to 1.00 p.m., 11.00 a.m. to
4.00 p.m., 10.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m., 10.30 a.m. to
3.30 p.m. and then one from 6.00 p.m. to 8.00 p.m. It
seems to me, given the nature of this area, that many
members of these families would be workers — —
An honourable member — Commuters.

The convent receives no ongoing state funding. In fact
under its contract it must produce a modest profit every
year but must not receive ongoing funding — although
I do acknowledge the generous donation by the
previous Labor government for restoration works at the
site. The car park at the convent is its main income
stream, but it is eaten away by an annual congestion
levy of $288 000. I understand that municipal councils,
religious bodies, charitable or benevolent institutions,
libraries, museums and zoos are exempt from this levy,
so I think extending it to the convent, even though there
are no nuns there anymore, just makes common sense.

Mrs PEULICH — And commuters, but also
workers. Therefore it seems odd to me that so many of
these consultation sessions would be held during work
hours. I urge the authority to extend this consultation so
that the bidders can benefit from the input of a broader
range of those who are either commuters or would be
impacted by the grade separations and developments
and design, in particular as a number of options that are
being considered include rail under road, rail over road,
road over rail and road under rail. The concerns about
the impact on visual amenity and property values and
on the division of communities and so forth are
substantial in terms of the implications of the design.

In May the minister advised me that the government
was reviewing the congestion levy. The action I request
is that the government now exempt the convent from
this unfair and unwarranted congestion levy.

I urge the authority to consider extending with more
sessions so that proper input into the design of the level
crossings that have been identified along this corridor is
considered as part of the bidding process.

Destination Rosebud
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the attention of the
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Minister for Local Government, Natalie Hutchins. The
matter relates to Destination Rosebud, a project that has
recently received funding from the government’s
Interface Growth Fund following the submission of an
application by the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council.
In particular the action I seek from the minister is that
she come down to the Mornington Peninsula and meet
with council, the community, businesses and
environmental stakeholders early in 2016 to discuss the
early progress towards the completion of this
complicated and interesting project so that we can learn
from its successes for any future Interface Growth Fund
rounds, should there be further rounds, and so that we
can best direct the completion of this particular project.
This is a really interesting project. It contains a number
of elements. It includes streetscape works at the
gateway entrance to town; the creation of a shared
street and car park, and a forecourt on Jetty Road;
public wi-fi access at the pier; public toilet
improvements; event infrastructure, which includes
soundshells; improved beach access; and many other
facilities. It was these many disparate and yet
interconnected elements of the project that were part of
the successful bid.
The project as a whole is going to cost in the order of
$5.5 million to complete. The council will contribute
$1.35 million, and $4.15 million will be contributed
from the Interface Growth Fund. I see a great deal of
potential for this particular project to add to life and
amenity for the community. It will add to the capacity
of the community to handle tourism and it will add to
the environmental amenity of the area.
It would be very useful for the minister at some time
during the course of the completion of the project to
come down to Mornington Peninsula to consult with
the community, with all the relevant stakeholders and
with council. I would welcome a visit from the minister
in early 2016 so that she can see this wonderful project
taking shape.

123Read2Me
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Families and Children. Recently I met with a group of
committed individuals who are all working toward
improving literacy among some of the most
disadvantaged children in our community. Melinda
Shelley, along with her husband, Jeff, has been working
on a Lions Club project, 123Read2Me, which aims to
be ‘Changing the future, one book at a time’.
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I met with Melinda, Jeff and two academics from the
faculty of education at Monash University, Dr David
Zyngier and Dr Denise Chapman. This group presented
to me a draft proposal for:
Building community capacity by enhancing educational
opportunity for children from ‘communities of promise’
through early intervention in literacy practices.

In the group’s draft proposal discussion paper it
highlights that:
Children who have been read to for just 10 minutes a day
from birth will have heard the equivalent of 3 million words
by the time they start school. By age 3 economically
advantaged children know 1100 words, with economically
disadvantaged children knowing only 500 words.

The program this group is presenting will expose our
youngest children and their parents to the joys and
techniques of effective reading. They would like to
undertake an important pilot project that would involve
students from Monash University at Frankston reading
to vulnerable children in Frankston North, Carrum
Downs and surrounding areas.
As I said, the group has put together a proposal and
some costings, and it has outlined a budget that I
believe it wants to speak to the government about. A
one-year pilot program has been budgeted for in this
proposal, but it is believed that there will be more
benefit from a three-year program, which would follow
children through the kinder, preschool and primary
school environments.
My request of the minister is that she meet with the
group that has put this proposal together and commit to
funding this innovative and important pilot program so
that it gets off the ground and sees these students
participate. It will assist some of our most
disadvantaged children, as I stated at the outset of my
contribution.

Firefighting aircraft
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Emergency Services. It concerns the aircraft available
for firefighting, keeping in mind that many parts of
Victoria are already dry and we are assuming that we
will have a hot, dry summer.
I understand that Victoria has quite a comprehensive
fleet available to it, but there is also a federal fleet based
in New South Wales that is available to all states, in
particular Victoria and South Australia, when needed.
In that fleet there are two large appliances for which the
contracts with the commonwealth are due to expire this
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summer. I know the minister is concerned about this,
and the action I seek is that she continue to advocate to
her commonwealth counterparts for the leases on those
aircraft, which are so important to Victoria, South
Australia and New South Wales, to be extended as soon
as possible so they will be available for the whole
firefighting season.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I counsel Mr Leane to
urge the minister to ‘secure’ the continuation of those
leases rather than to ‘advocate’. I get concerned about
the word ‘advocate’ because that is where we get into
tricky territory in the adjournment debate. I think
Mr Leane actually wants this to happen, so it is not a
matter of advocacy, it is a matter of the minister trying
to secure the continuation of those leases. Is Mr Leane
happy to amend his action?
Mr LEANE — I am happy with your guidance,
President, and I do appreciate it. I was trying to get the
action right; I knew it was a bit tricky. The action I seek
from the minister is that she work with her
commonwealth counterparts to secure these assets for
Victoria for summer.

Local government funding
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Local Government. It
concerns the financial viability of local councils,
especially that of our regional and country councils. As
we know, in the short time that this government has
been office, it has already abolished the Local
Government Infrastructure Fund, a $100 million
funding program that went directly to our 48 smallest
councils.
On top of losing that $100 million, those councils have
also lost another $100 million that was part of the
Putting Locals First program. That was a program that
offered councils as well as community groups and
sporting organisations an opportunity to contribute to
their local communities. The Bendigo Bank would
involve itself, and many other partners leveraged the
Putting Locals First program. They were in effect local
government projects that added to the amenity of many
of our local government areas, the funding for which
came directly out of state government coffers —
$100 million. On top of that, $160 million has been
ripped out of local councils with the withdrawal of the
country roads and bridges program.
When you start to add it up, there was the first
$100 million and the second $100 million, and now
there is $160 million. You start to see that these local
councils are going to be looking for funds just so they
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can operate in the same way they have operated for the
past four years, let alone trying to improve the services
they might wish to offer their ratepayers and their
constituents. There were a range of other smaller
programs that I will not mention, but I am happy to do
so if anyone wants to quiz me.
On top of all of this, our smaller councils have been
caught up in a push for the Melbourne vote in relation
to rate capping. I do not think there is anybody in
Victoria who thinks rate capping is a necessity for our
smaller rural and country councils. However, if
members of the Labor Party also wish to question me
on this one, I am happy to have that conversation as
well.
With this inherent push to look after and try to jump on
the back of some of the larger Melbourne councils that
were seeming to be wasteful with their finances, the
smaller regional and country councils have been caught
up in this policy, which will have a cumulative effect.
Not only will rate capping have a cumulative effect but
also not having the $100 million for local government
infrastructure and not having all the other funds year
upon year will have a huge effect. I call on the minister
to either put back the funding or provide a financially
viable strategy that will give everybody some
confidence that local government will remain viable
into the future, especially country and smaller councils.

Responses
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
indicate at the beginning of my responses that I have
26 written responses to adjournment debate matters,
raised by Mrs Peulich on 15 April; Mr Ramsay on
6 August; Ms Crozier and Mr Mulino on 18 August;
Ms Lovell on 19 August; Mr Finn and Ms Tierney on
1 September; Mrs Peulich on 2 September; Ms Lovell
and Mr Ondarchie on 3 September; Mr Finn,
Ms Lovell, Mr Morris, Ms Pennicuik, Mrs Peulich and
Ms Symes on 15 September; Ms Crozier, Mr Davis,
Ms Fitzherbert, Mr Leane and Mrs Peulich on
16 September; Ms Crozier, Mr Finn, Mr Morris and
Mrs Peulich on 17 September; and Ms Shing on
7 October.
On the matters that were raised on the adjournment this
evening, Mr Morris raised a matter for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, seeking yet further support for
the Tower Hill reserve outside Warrnambool. Probably
by the end of the adjournments during the course of the
year just about everything will be replaced at Tower
Hill, because Mr Morris is hoping beyond his last
adjournment matter that this time the minister will deal
with signage at the facility.
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Mr Eideh raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport seeking her advice so that
he can inform his community about when the service
that will support the Caroline Springs and Burnside
community in relation to rail development will actually
occur, open and be available for community benefit.
Mr Ramsay sought from the Minister for Agriculture
and Minister for Regional Development a review to be
undertaken simultaneously with the review — that he
identified in his contribution as not yet even
completed — in relation to the implementation of the
government’s policies. Mr Ramsay is very concerned
about the scientific basis and the yield basis on which
recreational or commercial fishers may take from our
waterways. He wants a further examination of those
matters, so I think literally a review on top of an
incomplete review, which he already identified is going
to be completed by November.
Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing seeking his attendance
at a forum in the south-west to discuss with families
and communities who are concerned about supporting
people with disabilities in our community the important
national disability insurance scheme rollout and the
transitional arrangements, which will see great support
provided by agreement and with the support of state
and federal governments, to allow for greater
opportunities for people with disabilities. Despite the
greater opportunities that may be available, there is still
some anxiety about the quality of the service provision
and the timeliness of the rollout. Ms Tierney is hoping
the minister can convey firsthand to members of her
community the way in which the government will make
sure that those outcomes are secured in those
transitional arrangements.
Ms Lovell raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education seeking his support for the
Better Together alliance, which supports schools within
the Greater Shepparton area. In particular she requested
a funding allocation of $300 000 to support the ability
of those schools to work collaboratively.
Ms Shing also raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education seeking his support for an
appropriate, safe, secure and reliable water supply to be
provided to school communities in Cobains and
Ellinbank. She drew attention to the unreliability and
costliness of supplying water to those school
communities, and she believes that support is urgently
required to provide better and safer drinking water for
children in these schools.
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Mr Davis raised a matter for the Minister for Planning
seeking his action to resolve a longstanding matter in
relation to the undergrounding of powerlines at
Waverley Park.
Ms Patten raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
seeking his support regarding the effect of the
congestion levy on the Abbotsford Convent. The story
Ms Patten told illustrated that her support for
Abbotsford Convent is not dependent on nuns being
there. Nonetheless, she is keen to ensure that
appropriate support is provided. The Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade may be acutely
interested in this matter, but it is possible that it falls
within the responsibility of the Treasurer. I foreshadow
this to the chamber and Ms Patten, but I am certain that
we will fit it in.
Mr Leane — Nun the less.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, that will probably be the
recurring theme of every contribution I make from here
on in. Nonetheless, I am committed, notwithstanding
that slight distraction, to continue on with adjournment
matters this evening.
Mrs Peulich raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport reminding the chamber of
the government’s significant undertaking in its
extensive level crossing removal program in the
south-east in particular.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — The member referred to the nine
level crossing removals and the four station
redevelopments, so she did acknowledge the breadth of
the quite extensive work that is being undertaken. She
called upon the government to try to make sure that the
consultation and information sessions that are made
available are scheduled in a way to maximise the input
of the community. That is a valuable message, which I
am certain the minister will respond to.
Mr Mulino sought the support of the Minister for Local
Government and asked her to go down to Rosebud and
discuss with Mornington Peninsula Shire Council,
community and businesses the implementation of a
funding program that has involved a partnership
between the Victorian government and the Mornington
Peninsula council. This project involves a significant
streetscape redevelopment, which includes a plaza,
public amenities and a soundshell. It will reinvigorate
this important part of Victoria, both for the local
community and people who go there as part of tourist
activity. This is a significant partnership with
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significant contributions from both the local council
and the state government, which has provided support
through the Interface Growth Fund. The member hopes
the minister can help create community momentum
early in 2016 to give life to this program.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Families and Children seeking her support
for a pilot program developed by Monash University
and supported by other individuals who are active
advocates for reading programs to support children
from disadvantaged backgrounds who may not in the
normal course of their family and school lives be
exposed to extensive one-on-one reading. Ms Crozier
outlined the value of that program and the benefits that
it will provide to children, and she encouraged the
minister to support that program.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Emergency Services. He sought that she
not only use her best endeavours to secure but that she
actually secure, if she can, on behalf of the Victorian
community the appropriate allocation of aircraft to
support our firefighting effort. In particular Mr Leane
drew attention to the fact that the state of Victoria may
need to undertake successful negotiations with both the
commonwealth and/or the South Australian
government to secure that aircraft to support our
firefighting effort in the months ahead.
Mr Drum raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Local Government. I can say on the
minister’s behalf — and I am sure that the minister will
be very responsive to Mr Drum’s call to be mindful of
the ongoing financial viability of small rural
councils — that I am certain that is an issue that has
exercised her mind greatly in terms of bringing forward
to the Parliament legislation to deal with rate capping. I
am sure that she is very mindful of — —
Mr Drum — Why would you say that?
Mr JENNINGS — Because I know what is in the
bill. I cannot pre-empt what is in the bill, but I certainly
know there is a recognition of that in the structure of the
bill. By the end of the week the Parliament will know
she is mindful of it.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Drum obviously does not
like me recognising the value of his argument by noting
that the government is responding to the issue. I am
indicating to Mr Drum that the government is going to
act in accordance with his concerns — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr JENNINGS — I believe that in the Legislative
Assembly today a bill was first read which relates to the
legislative basis on which the government will be
introducing a rate capping mechanism. In that bill the
very issue Mr Drum has identified is allowed for.
Within the week Mr Drum should have a read. Beyond
the listening — and he is obviously very good at
listening — he should have a look as well and then
work collaboratively with the government, which is
very mindful of the ongoing economic viability of local
government and very supportive of the outcomes
Mr Drum is seeking through his adjournment matter.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.57 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Wyndham police resources
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Minister for Training and Skills
7 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised as follows:
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 2015-16 State Budget we provided additional
funding to see Victoria Police record its largest ever budget.
I am advised by the Minister for Police that the operational need for new and upgraded police stations is established
by Victoria Police. Where police determine a need for additional police infrastructure, they will raise this with
Government and we will consider through the Budget process.
The Government works closely with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is appropriately resourced
to tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community.
While the Government determines the level of funding required to resource Victoria Police, the Chief
Commissioner is responsible for determining how such resources are allocated, based on assessed operational need.

Medicinal cannabis
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Training and Skills
7 October 2015

RESPONSE:
I am advised as follows:
The government remains committed to reducing the impact of road trauma in Victoria, and will not be making any
changes to the current regime regarding the use of illicit drugs and driving.
As we have previously noted, the prescribed concentration of zero for THC and the other illicit drugs is risk based.
A person driving with THC or stimulant type drug at any level is at least twice the risk of being involved in a fatal
collision than a drug free driver.
VicRoads, Victoria Police, and the Department of Justice and Regulation will be working with the Department of
Health and Human Services to ensure that the legislative scheme surrounding the use of medicinal cannabis is
appropriately administered with regards to road safety.
Decisions regarding whether to charge an individual for an offence are properly determined by police.
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Bushfire preparedness
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Special Minister of State
7 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The grand final eve public holiday had no bearing on staffing levels at the planned burn in the Cobaw State Forest.
DELWP firefighters, like all firefighters, work 365 days a year regardless of public holidays.
Planned burns are staffed according to risk and those operational decisions are made by local DELWP fire
management.

Multicultural affairs grants
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Special Minister of State
7 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Victorian Government has committed $25 million over four years to strengthen Victoria's social cohesion, and
build community resilience to violent extremism of any form.
The Ministerial Taskforce is Chaired by the Deputy Premier and Minister for Education and includes the Minister
for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for Police and Corrections; and the Minister for Youth Affairs.
The work involves a complex set of issues. There are no easy or quick solutions, the Taskforce is therefore
adopting an approach to co-create solutions with communities and other stakeholders, based on the best-available
evidence.
Funding is allocated based on evidence and community knowledge. Funding for grassroots projects are currently
being negotiated with the Victorian communities tailored to the needs of each community.
As an example, the Taskforce has also approved the further development of pilot projects at a number of locations
which will be community based and managed in partnership with parents and other community leaders to support
at risk young people.

Infrastructure Victoria board
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Special Minister of State
8 October 2015

RESPONSE:
Section 14 of the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 establishes the following qualification requirements for members
appointed by the responsible Minister to the Infrastructure Victoria Board:
14
(1)
(a)
(b)

Qualifications and eligibility
The Minister must not recommend a person to be appointed as an appointed director unless the Minister
is satisfied that—
the person is not employed by a public entity or public service body; and
the person has appropriate knowledge or experience in relation to one or more of the following —
(i) policy and strategy; or
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(ii) infrastructure planning; or
(iii) infrastructure funding; or
(iv) infrastructure delivery.
When making a recommendation under section 13(1), the Minister must have regard, as far as is
practicable, to the need for the appointed directors collectively to have appropriate knowledge or
experience gained in the private sector, within Australia or internationally.

On 7 October 2015 I announced the appointment of four members to the inaugural Infrastructure Board; Mr Jim
Miller (Chair), Ms Maria Wilton (Deputy Chair), Ms Margaret Gardner AO, and Ms Ann Sherry AO.
Chair – Jim Miller
Jim Miller was an Executive Director at Macquarie Capital from 1994-2015, with experience across a range of
sectors, working with both government and private sector clients. Jim has extensive experience in the infrastructure
sector having worked in the areas of regulated assets, transport, energy, utilities and resources and social
infrastructure. Mr Miller has both a Bachelor and Masters of Economics from Macquarie University. He is
currently a Deputy Chair of Infrastructure Partnerships Australia, an independent group across both the public and
private sectors providing policy and research to the Australian infrastructure sector. Mr Miller is a Fellow of the
Australian Institute of Company Directors and a Fellow of the Institute of Actuaries Australia.
Deputy Chair – Maria Wilton
Maria Wilton is the Managing Director of Franklin Templeton Investments Australia and is also a director of the
Financial Services Council of Australia and the National Breast Cancer Foundation. Ms Wilton has previously held
board roles with Melbourne Water, the Australian Government Employees Superannuation Trust, Emergency
Services and State Super, and Victoria Legal Aid. Ms Wilton has a Bachelor of Economics from the University of
Tasmania and is a Chartered Financial Analyst Charterholder, Fellow of the Australian Institute of Company
Directors and a Fellow of the Australian Institute of Superannuation Trustees.
Margaret Gardner AO
Professor Margaret Gardner AO is the current President and Vice Chancellor of Monash University. Prior to this
Professor Gardner was the President and Vice Chancellor of RMIT from April 2005 to August 2014. Professor
Gardner is currently the chairperson of the Museum Victoria board, as well as a director of Universities Australia
and the Fulbright Commission Advisory board. Professor Gardner has a first class honours degree in economics
and a PhD from the University of Sydney, as well as a Fulbright postdoctoral fellowship.
Ann Sherry AO
Ann Sherry AO is the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of Carnival Australia, the leading cruise ship operator in
Australia. Prior to this role, Ms Sherry was the CEO of Westpac New Zealand, as well as the CEO of the Bank of
Melbourne. Ms Sherry has several non-executive roles including with ING Direct (Australia), The Myer Family
Company Holdings Pty Ltd, Australian Rugby Union and Jawun. Other roles include the Chair of Safe Work
Australia, Australian Indigenous Education Foundation (AIEF) and Deputy Chair of the Tourism & Transport
Forum. Ms Sherry also has extensive experience in the public sector, including as the First Assistant Secretary of
the Office of the Status of Women in the Australian Government. She holds a Bachelor of Arts and a Graduate
Diploma of Industrial Relations.
I am satisfied that all members appointed to the Infrastructure Victoria Board satisfy the requirements of the
Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 including direct personal experience in the policy and strategy, planning, funding
and delivery of infrastructure projects.

WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
3904

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

Stronger Country Bridges program
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Special Minister of State
8 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised strengthening the ten earmarked bridges on the Monash Freeway will reduce transport costs for the
freight industry. These works will increase the productivity of the industry by allowing the operation of High
Productivity Freight Vehicles (HPFVs) between Melbourne and Eastern Victoria.
I am advised by VicRoads that currently the following trucks cannot use the ten bridges earmarked for upgrade.
– A- Double (79 tonne GML and 85 tonne HML)
– B-Triple (82.5 tonne GML and 90.5 tonne HML)
– AB- Triple (102.5 tonne GML and 113 tonne HML)
– Quad-Quad B-double (78 tonne HML)
This works programme will strengthen the ten bridges to allow their use by the above listed high productive
vehicles up to 113 tonne (AB-Triple HML).

Water policy
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Special Minister of State
8 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The existing infrastructure of the North South pipeline currently only supports the transfer of water one way —
from the north to the south. Additional infrastructure would be needed to allow water to flow from south to north.
The development of, and consultation for, the Victorian water plan will assess options to get the greatest benefits
from the water grid as a whole. The Government currently has no plans to reverse the flow to deliver water to the
north of the State.

Swinburne University of Technology former Lilydale campus
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O'Donohue
Minister for Training and Skills
8 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Prior to being elected, Labor committed to re-opening the Lilydale campus and restoring the delivery of vocational
training and higher education from the site.
On Monday 19 October we delivered on that commitment, when I joined the Premier and Deputy Premier to
announce that Box Hill Institute was the preferred respondent to the Request for Proposal that was released earlier
this year. The Government is working closely with Box Hill Institute to make the Lilydale Campus bigger and
better than ever. Box Hill Institute will reopen the Lilydale Campus in time for the 2016 school year.
A permanent home will be provided for Melba Support Services, and the Institute will establish an integrated
childcare centre, a state of the art Tech School, a Bio Security Centre of Excellence and industry research. Once
again Melbourne's Outer East community will have access to high-quality training and higher education at the
Campus.
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Environmental watering
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Young
Special Minister of State
8 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Decisions about Victoria's environmental water allocations are made by the Victorian Environmental Water Holder
(VEWH), in its role as an independent statutory authority. The VEWH decides whether to use, carryover or trade
Victoria's environmental water allocations to maximise environmental benefits for the whole State. Carryover and
trade are critical tools to help the VEWH manage variable water availability across years.
Under the Victorian Water Act, the VEWH can buy or sell water allocation where it is in line with the VEWH's
statutory objectives - essentially, if it benefits the environment. Proceeds from the sale of allocation are used to
invest in future environmental watering priorities. This may include water purchases to meet shortfalls in any
Victorian system, or investment in measures to improve the performance of Victoria's environmental watering
program.
Since its commencement, the VEWH has bought and sold water allocation in water systems around Victoria,
including the Murray, Goulburn, Loddon, Werribee and Maribyrnong systems. In northern Victoria, since 2012,
the VEWH has sold over 37,000 ML in the Murray and Goulburn systems (including 12,975 ML in 2014-15), and
bought 300 ML in the Loddon system.
Like other water users, the VEWH can also conserve its water and carry it over from one year to manage risks in
the next. Water carried over from 2014-15 has been, and will continue to be, critical to managing risks from low
water availability in 2015-16 to waterways and their environments. If conditions remain dry, carryover from this
year will also play a crucial role in preventing critical loss and irreversible degradation next year.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Nillumbik Planning Scheme — Amendment C111.
South Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C77
(Part 3).
Wellington Planning Scheme — Amendment C86.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Report — Department of Education and
Training: Strategic Planning, October 2015 (Ordered to be
published).
Barwon South West Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability — Minister’s
report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Essential Services Commission — Final Report on Local
Government Rate Capping and Variation Framework
Review, September 2015.
Gippsland Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Grampians Central West Waste and Resource Recovery
Group — Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Loddon Mallee Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
National Parks Act 1975 — Advice of National Parks
Advisory Council to Minister on proposed excisions from
existing parks.
North East Waste and Resource Recovery Group —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2014–15 report.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C218.
Casey Planning Schemes — Amendments C181, C212,
C213 and C216.
Darebin Planning Schemes — Amendments C138 and
C147.
Golden Plains Planning Scheme — Amendment C63.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C265.
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme — Amendment C108.
Hume Planning Schemes — Amendment C197 and
C199.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendment C143.
Melbourne Planning Schemes — Amendments C173,
C196 and C198.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C124.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendment C123.

Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C112.
State Electricity Commission of Victoria — Report, 2014–15.

Proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing an
operative date in respect of the following Act:
Racing Amendment Act 2015 — 21 October 2015 (Gazette
No. S309, 20 October 2015).

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Youth policy
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) — The
Andrews Labor government’s new youth policy
framework will improve outcomes for all young
Victorians, particularly those who are disadvantaged
and disengaged. The new whole-of-government policy
will guide the development of policies and programs
across government and shape the way government
engages with young people; identify new government
actions to improve outcomes for young people; increase
the focus on preventing problems and addressing
problems early; and support seamless pathways and
transitions between school, training and work that
support young people to succeed at school, get a job
and be connected to the community.
The youth policy framework will be based on
comprehensive and contemporary consultations and
input mechanisms with young people, who are able to
access an online survey available on the Youth Central
website. To date more than 1100 young Victorians have
provided their thoughts and ideas through this
mechanism. This has included a wide representation,
with 43 per cent from across regional and rural areas;
7 per cent who identify as Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander; over 14 per cent who identify as LGBTI;
12 per cent who have a disability; and 21 per cent who
speak a language other than English. Every young
person can have a say about the issues that are
important to them, and I encourage them to do so whilst
the survey is online until the end of this month.
A new youth reference group has also brought together
18 diverse Victorian youth advocates to guide the
Andrews Labor government’s new youth policy
framework. That group met for the first time last
month. Last week I launched a discussion paper process
to provide an opportunity for the many youth
organisations and youth advocates to contribute their
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experiences and suggestions to the development of our
youth policy framework. Young people also have an
opportunity to comment through this mechanism until
the end of the month. The various consultative
mechanisms are designed to give young people a voice
in the future of our state. I encourage young Victorians
to participate in the development of the Andrews Labor
government’s new youth policy framework.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Jumps racing
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Another jumps racing season has ended with yet more
horses killed, injured or never to be seen again. Since
2000, 118 horses have been killed in jumps races and
trials in Victoria and 4 horses died on the track this
season. Around 50 per cent of jumps horses disappear
from all forms of racing the following year largely due
to injuries sustained in jumps events, not necessarily
from a fall on the track. Research has shown that jumps
is far more dangerous than flat racing, with catastrophic
limb injuries 18 times more likely and cranial, back and
neck injuries 121 times more likely in jumps events.
Last September I tabled a petition signed by
532 Victorians calling for an end to steeplechase and
hurdle racing in Victoria. The Coalition for the
Protection of Racehorses has so far collected a further
4700 signatures on a petition to be tabled next year.
This week I will be presenting the Premier with
964 postcards signed by Victorians asking for the end
of this form of animal cruelty.
Victoria and South Australia are the only two states that
continue to allow jumps racing. Queensland stopped
jumps racing in 1903, Western Australia in 1941 and
New South Wales in 1997, and the last race held in
Tasmania was in 2007. The Greens, along with the
RSPCA, the Coalition for the Protection of Racehorses,
Animals Australia, Animal Liberation, the Humane
Society International and the majority of the
community, have long been calling for an end to jumps
racing in Victoria. How many more horse deaths and
injuries to horses and jockeys will it take for this
state-sanctioned animal cruelty to stop?

Diwali festival
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Namaste! This week we celebrate the Diwali Festival of
Lights in our Parliament for four days. I am told it is the
first time a Parliament anywhere in the world has
celebrated the Diwali Festival of Lights for four days.
Diwali, the biggest Hindu festival, is a festival to spread
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virtues like love, messages of peace and most
importantly becoming one family to stand by each other
and pray for a better, brighter future full of peace,
progress, ethical economic progress and prosperity. The
main attraction of this mega celebration is the offering
of Annakut, meaning ‘mountain of food’, to the deities.
A vast array of vegetarian foods is traditionally
arranged in tiers or steps in front of the altar, resulting
in a spectacular display.
I congratulate and thank Sitesh Bhojani, Pulin Amin
and the team at BAPS Shri Swaminarayan Mandir in
Mill Park, Kishore Gurisahani and the team at Prem
Prakash Mandal Mandir in Epping, and Bhakta Dasa
and the team at ISKCON Hare Krishna temple at Albert
Park for their contribution and the 13 other Indian
organisations that have come together to celebrate
Diwali in this Parliament. This is a great statement
about multiculturalism and a great statement about the
wider Indian community coming into our Parliament
and celebrating all that is good. I encourage members
of Parliament and our community to visit the Diwali
celebration in Parliament House. Moreover, I
encourage our multicultural communities to make
Parliament part of their lives.

Kurnai College
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to pay
tribute to the staff at Kurnai College’s three campuses
in Morwell and Churchill in relation to the work they
do to include students, irrespective of their
circumstances, interests or any challenges they are
facing in their lives. It was a great privilege to visit
Kurnai College last Thursday and to meet with students
and staff to understand what the school is doing in
partnership with the students as part of an inclusive and
equal playing field to get the very best for students in
terms of lifelong opportunities for learning and skills
development. In particular I was pleased to be shown
around the hut students have built which is used to
prepare food grown from their gardens. I was also
delighted to see the budgie house they have built, which
is used for breeding budgies.
This Thursday the students of Kurnai College are
having a healthy eating expo where the three campuses
of the school will come together for a group photo.
There will be a drone in place to make sure
everybody’s image is captured. The students will sit
down together to enjoy a healthy meal which will
further build on the excellent work that is done to
promote exercise, good living and good practices
around being active. To that end I congratulate
everyone involved in the organisation of the healthy
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eating expo, and I wish them well for tomorrow’s
event.

Hobsons Bay Business Excellence Awards
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — On Friday,
9 October, I had the honour to present the Retail &
Hospitality Award at the 2015 Hobsons Bay Business
Excellence Awards, representing the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade, the Honourable Philip
Dalidakis. Also in attendance were my parliamentary
colleague Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins, the mayor and
councillors of Hobsons Bay City Council and business
leaders from across the Hobsons Bay region.
The Hobsons Bay Business Excellence Awards pay
tribute to the dedication, hard work and outstanding
achievements of businesses in this vibrant and diverse
region. This is the first year the Victorian government
has been a sponsor of these awards, and it is wonderful
to acknowledge the enormous contributions these
businesses make to the rapid growth and development
of Melbourne’s west. Small business is a significant
provider of jobs across Victoria. It is vital to the
livelihood, character and strength of our local
communities and precincts. It brings people together
and also employs large numbers of Victorians,
especially young people.
I was delighted to present the award in the retail and
hospitality category, which was awarded to Captains
Retreat, a fantastic bed and breakfast located in
Williamstown. I take this opportunity to congratulate all
recipients of the Hobsons Bay Business Excellence
Awards, as well as Hobsons Bay City Council and the
sponsors on organising this event, which showcases
strong business diversity and its important contribution
throughout the area.

Australia Post gender action plan
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
week I was particularly pleased to be able to represent
the federal Minister for Women, Senator Cash, at the
launch of the Australia Post Closing the Gender Gap
action plan. I would like to acknowledge the leadership
of the managing director and group CEO of Australia
Post, Ahmed Fahour, who is not only talking about
addressing the gender gap but is demonstrating that a
major organisation such as Australia Post is actually
delivering on closing the gender gap by increasing
representation of women across all areas of leadership
within Australia Post.
Mr Fahour spoke of his first day as managing director,
and I note that an article in the Herald Sun on Saturday
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made the very same point that he made last week at the
launch, which was that on his first day in the role he
was quite literally stunned by the fact that when
addressing the most senior leaders of the organisation
the room of 250 was overwhelmingly made up of men.
It was then that he made the commitment to promote
more women into leadership roles, and that is exactly
what he has done.
Australia Post has identified three main areas to target
in closing the gender gap: opportunities, accountability
and awareness. I am particularly interested in its
analysis of female retention at Australia Post. It has also
set up initiatives to sponsor female sport, partnering
with Netball Australia through the One Netball
program and sponsoring the women’s Stawell Gift to
ensure that prize money is equal to that for the men’s
race. These two areas are particularly notable, and
Australia Post should be congratulated on initiating this
sponsorship. Again I acknowledge the work of
Australia Post for taking such decisive action and
encourage other organisations to consider what has
been achieved by this organisation.

Great Forest National Park
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I recently had
the pleasure of attending a Yarra Ranges Shire Council
meeting. My interest in going back to my old haunt was
to listen to the debate on the commissioning of a report
on the Great Forest National Park in relation to the
Yarra Ranges. I particularly noted the interest of Yarra
Ranges councillor Jim Child, who seems to be an avid
reader of Hansard, particularly in relation to the Great
Forest National Park. That council meeting certainly
provided ample opportunity for councillors to air
various conspiracy theories along the way. It seemed as
if the Great Forest National Park was a plot by the
Greens, a plot by The Wilderness Society and a plot by
a group called My Forest — which even I have not
heard of — so I thought I would correct the public
record in relation to that.
There seems to be an impression that a national park
locks up land, but nothing could be further from the
truth. What is being considered in relation to the Great
Forest National Park is providing fishing, boating,
four-wheel driving, camping, cycling, horseriding,
abseiling and hang-gliding, which I certainly do not
think lock up public land. It is utilising land to the best
of our ability and, through that, underpinning local
economies. I commend the council for approving a
motion to proceed with that report.
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National Day of the Republic of China

Box Hill Institute Lilydale campus

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Friday, 9 October, I was pleased to attend, along with
several parliamentarians, including the President, the
Honourable Bruce Atkinson, a celebration to
commemorate the 104th National Day of the Republic
of China, Taiwan. It was a terrific occasion, with a large
turnout of Australian-Taiwanese guests. I enjoyed the
event tremendously, and I thank the organisers for their
kind invitation.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Along with
my buddy Daniel Mulino and hundreds of other people,
I was very happy to be in Lilydale when the Premier,
the Minister for Education and the Minister for
Training and Skills announced that students will return
to the purpose-built education site there at the start of
the next scholastic year. As I said, hundreds of people
were there, including high school students who plan to
attend this particular campus and who will not have to
drive or travel by public transport to campuses like
Hawthorn, spending most of their days travelling and
then doing shifts at fast-food stores when they get back.

Greek Democritus League
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on the
evening of 10 October I was privileged to represent the
Honourable Daniel Andrews, Premier of Victoria, at
the 80th anniversary of the Greek Democritus League.
Also in attendance on the night was my parliamentary
colleague Steve Dimopoulos, the member for Oakleigh
in the other place. I met and spoke to many
Greek-Australians, and I thoroughly appreciated their
hospitality and passion for politics. We were made very
welcome by the president and secretary of the league,
and in particular I wish to congratulate the committee
members for their ongoing commitment to democracy
as we know it in Australia.

Max Fricke
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I would like to
take this opportunity to send my best wishes to
Mansfield’s Max Fricke, who has just returned home
from a busy speedway season in the United Kingdom
and Europe in time for the Victorian speedway grand
prix in Melbourne this coming Saturday. At only
19 years of age Max is the current Australian under-21
speedway champion and has been named as a reserve
rider for this weekend’s grand final showdown.
Max competes for the Belle Vue Aces from Manchester
in the UK’s Elite League and finished just short of
winning the grand final in September, losing on
aggregate by only two points. Max also competed in the
Extra League in Denmark and rode for the ŻKS ROW
Rybnik speedway team in Poland, further developing
his skills in both competitions. Max competed in this
year’s FIM Speedway Under-21 World Championship
and finished sixth overall, and he will represent
Australia at the FIM Speedway Under-21 World Team
Final in Mildura on Saturday, 31 October.
It is always inspiring to see a young person following
their passion and giving it their all to achieve success in
their chosen field. Max is a great example of this and no
doubt a role model to many.

It is a sad fact that, due to the cuts to TAFE by the
previous government and the interactions between the
previous government and people in the shire, this site
would by now be being used for processing parking
fines and handing out dog permits rather than being
kept as a purpose-built education centre for the
community. It amuses me how some Liberal MPs are
trying to buy themselves in with this good
announcement when the bottom line is that they were
villains.

REGIONAL AND RURAL ROADS
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I move:
That this house —
(1) condemns the Andrews Labor government and Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, Mr Luke Donnellan, MP,
for neglecting Victoria’s regional road network;
(2) notes that Labor have scrapped the coalition’s successful
$160 million country roads and bridges program; and
(3) notes that two of regional Victoria’s most dangerous
roads are the Myamyn-Macarthur Road and the
Portland-Nelson Road, both in south-west Victoria.

I begin by saying that it is quite clear that Labor does
not care about regional Victoria, let alone the critical
road network that is relied upon by Victorians to get to
work, to get to school and to transport goods around the
state and to the ports of Victoria for export. Roads are
critical pieces of infrastructure, and under this Labor
government they are crumbling.
The coalition in government understood the importance
of funding councils to assist them in maintaining their
local roads, because road infrastructure is important.
The coalition understood the strains that councils,
especially smaller councils, are under when it comes to
maintaining road infrastructure. That is why we were so
proud of the country roads and bridges program. This
program ensured that 40 of Victoria’s smallest councils
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were provided with $1 million in funding, so over the
four years of the last Parliament $160 million in
funding was provided to our smallest councils to ensure
that they were able to maintain their roads and bridges.

that regional Victorians have to slow down. The
government is slowing down cars, slowing down trucks
and putting a handbrake on regional Victoria, and it
does not care.

This made a significant difference to the way our
smaller councils went about maintaining their local
infrastructure. It meant that on many occasions instead
of a bridge falling into disrepair and failing it could be
restored and continue to connect communities. This
funding meant that local roads that were potholed and
dangerous to drive on could be fixed, resealed and
made safe. It was a good program and a great public
policy that benefited those in the community who
needed it most.

Regional Victorians are sick and tired of being the
whipping boys for Labor and sick and tired of being
neglected and abused. The coalition believes it is
important that local councils are funded appropriately
to ensure that they can maintain the roads and bridges
that are important to them. There are 40 councils across
Victoria that as a result of this government have lost
$160 million in funding.

What did those opposite do? They slashed and burnt.
They destroyed a program that benefited regional
Victoria and decided that Victorians living in regional
Victoria are not deserving of funding for their roads.
However, instead of being up front and saying what we
all know — that is, those opposite do not care about
regional Victoria — they thought, ‘Let’s just say we
care about regional Victoria and say we’re going to
fund regional roads and bridges. Maybe we could start
a program, maybe something called the country bridges
program. That way we can go and spend that money in
the city, and those country people won’t find out’.
Premier Daniel Andrews has met his match. Regional
Victorians are not going to stand idly by while he tries
to hoodwink us and say he is spending money on
country bridges when the money is going to the city.
What kind of clown claims they are going to fund
country bridges when they are really funding upgrades
to city freeways? But that is what the Premier has done.
While roads and bridges in regional Victoria crumble
and fail, the Premier has gone on to pull a swiftie and
fund 10 bridges in or within 4 kilometres of his
metropolitan Assembly electorate of Mulgrave using
money from the Stronger Country Bridges program.
What an absolute sham from this Premier, who is
prepared to play regional Victorians for fools and
decide that 10 of the 48 bridges funded under the
Stronger Country Bridges program — more than
one-fifth of the bridges — will be in or around his
electorate. What a sham; what a rort; what a disgrace.
This government is doing something. Instead of fixing
roads, it is installing road hazard signs, reducing speed
limits and forcing people all across regional Victoria to
slow down to 80 kilometres an hour or 60 kilometres an
hour on country roads that should have
100-kilometres-an-hour speed limits. The government
is not planning to fix these roads; rather, it is ripping
funding away from these roads and installing signs so

On Friday of last week I took my life in my hands and
drove the infamous Myamyn-Macarthur Road in the
Assembly electorate of South-West Coast, which has
been described — —
Mr Ramsay — You’re lucky to be able to tell the
story.
Mr MORRIS — I am very fortunate to be standing
here right now, Mr Ramsay, I must say. It has been
described by many locals as the worst sealed road in
Victoria. For those who are unaware — I am sure many
of those opposite are unaware — the
Myamyn-Macarthur Road is a thoroughfare linking the
Henty Highway north of Heywood to the
Hamilton-Port Fairy Road near Macarthur. It was first
sealed six decades ago, but since then it has fallen into a
perilous state of disrepair. I am sure those opposite will
retort, ‘What did you do?’. What did we do? We
funded regional and rural roads. The former Premier
and former member for South-West Coast in the
Assembly, the Honourable Dr Denis Napthine,
committed to providing $2.6 million to the
Myamyn-Macarthur Road — funding this Labor
government has scrapped. This government has not
matched this commitment, because it does not care
about regional roads and it does not care about regional
Victoria.
For heaven’s sake, it should not come as a surprise to
regional Victorians that Labor does not care about
them. Let us have a look at what is happening in
western Victoria at the moment in the two by-elections
for the lower house electorates of South-West Coast
and Polwarth. Just in case the people of western
Victoria did not already understand that Labor has
abandoned them, Labor did not stand candidates in
these two important by-elections — yet another
indication that Labor does not care about western
Victoria. Warrnambool is a fabulous city, it is a
wonderful city, and it does great things for regional
Victoria. Believe it or not, Premier Andrews has not
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taken the time to visit the great city of Warrnambool
since winning the election. What an absolute disgrace.
The Myamyn-Macarthur Road is a key freight route for
the delivery of goods that help drive the economy of the
south-west coast, including woodchips, dairy, livestock
and other agricultural products. It is critical in
connecting these goods to the port of Portland and the
surrounding townships. If Myamyn-Macarthur Road is
not appropriately funded by the Labor government, the
local economy will bear the brunt of the neglect and the
economy of south-west Victoria will stall. It is as
simple as that. We will see lower productivity and we
will see fewer dollars being spent in the local economy
as a result of Labor’s neglect.
The road is continuing to deteriorate. We had a harsh
winter, and despite VicRoads identifying the
Myamyn-Macarthur Road as being in need of funding,
the Labor government has ripped funding away from it.
Just recently a petition was signed by more than
160 residents in an attempt to ensure that this road
receives the appropriate funding for upgrades.
Myamyn-Macarthur Road falls within the Glenelg and
Moyne shires, and both agree that it is critically
important for this road to be upgraded. Unfortunately
this Labor government has failed to act.
While doing some research on the impact Labor’s
neglect has had on our regional roads, I found a
Facebook page headed ‘Fix Our Rural Roads’. It has
over 2500 likes, and I encourage those opposite to have
a look at it. It features photos of many roads in terrible
states of disrepair and roads that are deteriorating as a
result of this Labor government slashing road funding
and abandoning the critically important country roads
and bridges program.
That brings me to the Portland-Nelson Road, another
road that has been neglected by this Labor government.
The Portland-Nelson Road is a critical road, because
during the 2014–15 year the port of Portland handled a
record 6.5 million tonnes of trade, which is the fourth
year in a row of growth. So we have the port of
Portland experiencing significant growth, and as a
result of that the roads in and around the port of
Portland are experiencing increased truck movements.
Indeed 4.25 million tonnes of plantation-grown
hardwood and softwood woodchips and logs went
through the port of Portland.
This level of activity is critically important for the
Victorian economy. What we saw in and around the
port of Portland was 280 000 truck movements to and
from the port each and every year, and this is expected
to increase over the next 5 to 10 years. Many of these
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truck movements are occurring along the Princes
Highway from South Australia via Heywood, but they
are also occurring along the Portland-Nelson Road. We
are seeing enormous growth in truck movements,
which is causing significant damage to our roads. We
know that the two things that cause roads to deteriorate
are rain events and heavy truck movements. Despite the
increase in the number of these events and movements,
we are seeing the Labor government not appropriately
funding what are critically important roads.
The previous coalition government funded new passing
lanes on the Princes Highway at Greenwald and
committed a further $640 000 to road repairs at
Bolwarra and Greenwald. That is the same Bolwarra
where this Labor government intends to rip classrooms
out of the heart of the great Bolwarra Primary School,
destroying that school community, an issue that I am
sure will come up later on as well.
Rather than seeing it fit to appropriately fund, upgrade
and fix roads in western Victoria, and more specifically
in the South-West Coast electorate, members of this
Labor government have taken to installing road hazard
signs and speed restrictions of 60 and 80 kilometres
per hour. Members of this government need to get off
their hands, They need to recognise that these roads are
critically important.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr MORRIS — They need to stop sitting on their
hands, and they need to ensure that these roads are
appropriately funded. This is not something that needs
to happen in the distant future. It is something that
needs to be happening now. These roads are not just
hurting the local economy. They are dangerous. The
roads are potholed and their edges are deteriorating, and
it is causing significant concerns for all in the local
community. All Victorians should expect to be safe on
our roads and not just those who are driving along the
Monash Freeway and in and around the urban areas of
Melbourne. Regional Victorians deserve to be assured
that our road network is up to the task that is required of
it.
Prior to making my contribution today I was fortunate
to receive a response to an adjournment matter that I
raised in regard to the Myamyn-Macarthur Road. I
remind members that it is the worst sealed road in
Victoria. The response from the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, the Honourable Luke Donnellan, reads:
At the end of March 2015, VicRoads installed temporary
80 km/h speed limit signs for 6 km of the eastern end of
Myamyn-Macarthur Road. VicRoads advises me that this
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speed limit will remain until more significant repairs are
completed.

My concern about this response to my adjournment
matter is that when members of the opposition left
government the funding was there to fix the
Myamyn-Macarthur Road. That funding has been
ripped out by this Labor government to fund inner-city
roads and bridges, such as those 10 bridges in and
around the Premier’s seat of Mulgrave. The
adjournment debate response went on:
VicRoads will continue to inspect and monitor
Myamyn-Macarthur Road and will perform routine
maintenance activities to keep the road in a safe condition.
These works will include grading of gravel shoulders to
minimise edge drop-offs and vegetation trimming to ensure
sight distances are maintained.

This raises concern for me because it appears as though
VicRoads is determining exactly where this funding is
going, despite the fact that we know the funding was
there but was ripped out by this Labor government. On
the one hand the minister is saying it is up to VicRoads,
and on the other hand the minister is ripping funding
out of these critically important roads and ensuring that
it is going to metropolitan Melbourne rather than to the
regional roads where it is needed.
It is of great concern to me and to everybody on this
side of the house that these funds are being removed
from what are critically important roads in terms of the
economy of regional Victoria and critically important
roads when it comes to ensuring that members of our
community are safe in regional Victoria. I am aghast at
the fact that this Labor government has abandoned
regional Victoria and regional roads in the way it has. I
know from my experience in local government that the
country roads and bridges program was an
exceptionally popular and successful program with
many smaller regional councils. When we are talking
about councils that have budgets in the vicinity of
$50 million, $1 million a year to invest in road
infrastructure is a significant amount. Ripping that
funding out and saying, ‘Don’t worry about it. We’ll
decide which bridges and roads will be funded, but it’s
okay; we will fund these roads and bridges’, and then
using those funds in the city is playing regional
Victorians for fools. Regional Victoria expects and
deserves more.
In summing up my contribution today, it is a disgrace
that this government has neglected our regional road
network. It is a disgrace that the Premier and the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety are neglecting
regional Victoria and not funding appropriately the
incredibly important roads in regional Victoria to
ensure that our community can remain safe and that the
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economy in regional Victoria can grow. What more can
I say? Unfortunately this is Labor.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to make
a contribution in relation to Mr Morris’s motion today
and to recognise that roads, particularly regional roads
and local roads, are fundamentally important to local
economies and local communities. It is not only the
$160 million that is no longer afforded local councils
that is an issue for local councils and their jurisdiction
in relation to maintaining and building local roads; it is
also the reduction in Roads to Recovery, a federal
program, which has seen significant dollars taken out of
local government grants, that is impacting enormously
on the ability of local governments to maintain roads to
a standard that their communities have come to expect.
Local roads are incredibly important for safety, and as I
said, they underpin local economies and communities.
Local roads should be the focus of our expenditure
when it comes to looking at where we are spending
money on roads. We should not be spending billions of
dollars on arterial project upgrades. We should not be
spending billions on east–west tunnels or west–east
tunnels or whichever way you want to go. What we see
is that when we do spend money on arterials in the
metropolitan area, it just creates more congestion. We
have seen the cost of congestion to our economy. It is
far more sensible to divert funding to regional and local
roads rather than having an obsession with constantly
upgrading freeways, which does not deliver the benefits
to Melburnians, Victorians or our economy because of
the costs.
I draw on my own experience of the Monash Freeway.
It was called the south-eastern arterial when I started
driving. I have seen lane after lane added to that road
over the decades, and I can report that it now takes
longer to get to the city on the Monash than it has ever
done in the past. I would consider that our investment is
probably better placed in public transport and having a
public transport system that will get the cars off the
Monash Freeway rather than just adding lane after lane
to city roads.
However, this motion is most definitely targeted at the
regional road network, and the Greens understand the
critical importance of the regional road network.
Certainly there has been a lot of work undertaken on
understanding what is happening with our roads. I draw
the attention of members to a study report by the
Auditor-General done back in 2008, Maintaining the
State’s Regional Arterial Road Network. The report at
that time found that the condition and performance of
the regional road infrastructure had ‘deteriorated in
recent years’, that an additional $77 million per year
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was needed to properly maintain Victorian roads, that
there was a backlog of roadworks needed and that 6 per
cent of all roads were in distress. The Auditor-General
said that reducing funding on country roads leads to
further deterioration and simply costs more in the long
run.
Despite country Victoria having only 25 per cent of
Victoria’s population, regional Victorians make up the
majority of the road toll, and that is a tragedy for those
communities. In 2014 there were 105 road deaths in
rural Victoria in comparison to 82 in the Melbourne
metropolitan area.
Roads and the condition of roads play an integral part in
the safety of drivers and the safety of the community.
There is a theme that has run through the reports of the
Auditor-General’s office when it has looked at roads —
it is a litany of lack of maintenance and lack of
investment in infrastructure, and ultimately the
community pays the price for that.
I draw the attention of members to a 2011
Auditor-General’s report which looked specifically at
road bridges. It is called Management of Road Bridges.
The Auditor-General noted:
An efficient road system underpins economic prosperity and
livability.

In relation to bridges he went on to say:
If bridges are not properly maintained or fail to keep up with
increasing demands, they become pinch points that prevent
the free and efficient movement of people and freight.

In relation to that particular audit the Auditor-General
assessed whether VicRoads and selected councils were
managing road bridges and major culverts effectively.
His conclusion was:
VicRoads is effectively managing the structural safety of
bridges and culverts and prioritises annual funding to the
areas of greatest short-term need. However, VicRoads has not
formed detailed long-term plans nor adequately measured,
forecast and reported on the levels of service experienced by
road users. Doing these things is a prerequisite for VicRoads
to adequately inform longer term resourcing decisions.

I have some sympathy for VicRoads because we have
seen a continual cut to its budget, to the point where it
can deliver only short-term outcomes and cannot
concentrate on the longer term outcomes in relation to
roads and bridges.
Looking at councils and their responsibility — because
ultimately the responsibility for roads and bridges is
split between the state government and local
government — local government shares a significant
slice of that pie. I turn to the Yarra Ranges Council,
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which is considered a metropolitan council. That
council is responsible for over 900 kilometres of local
roads, which gives a picture of the enormity of the task
that local governments are challenged with on behalf of
their communities.
In relation to bridges the Victorian Auditor-General,
looking at councils, found that:
… their approach to managing these assets limits their ability
to fully assure their continued safe operation. Examples of
incomplete, out-of-date and unreliable information on bridge
condition and weaknesses in councils’ asset management
processes should be addressed so that councils can
demonstrate effective asset management.

It is a concern to me that that was a finding made by the
Auditor-General, although I certainly understand it
because I look from the perspective of my time as a
local government councillor and the work we did in
relation to asset management, an asset register and a
long-term plan for managing those assets. But I wonder
how local councils are going to be able to deal with the
enormity of looking after their roads under a rate
capping scenario in the future. The experience in other
jurisdictions is that one of the first things to go when
money is tight is maintenance on roads and
infrastructure.
I move now to a more recent Auditor-General’s report.
This one was undertaken in 2014, and it is titled Asset
Management and Maintenance by Councils. This report
looks at the different asset types that councils manage.
Of course councils are responsible for an enormous
range of assets, but roads and bridges are amongst
them. In this report, the Auditor-General says:
A 1998 report to government warned that unless steps were
taken to address councils’ asset renewal gaps, the budget
councils require for renewal would more than double by
2012. These predictions have materialised despite this
warning, and the renewal gap has almost doubled as a
proportion of total asset value over the past 16 years.

As recently as 2014 councils were completely under the
pump in terms of the funding that they could put into
local roads and bridges. I might have already broached
this, but I fail to see how under the rate capping
scenario that is coming their way very shortly councils
will be able to continue to respond positively to the
enormous demands of maintaining local roads, bridges,
drains, parks, buildings and all the other things they are
responsible for. Councils manage over $73 billion in
physical assets, and it is worth noting that for rural
councils those assets make up about 30 per cent of what
they manage.
We know that the consequences of not effectively
managing the asset renewal gap include reduced levels
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of services, poorer quality of community life and lower
economic activity. Of course spending more money on
assets requires raising revenue by increasing council
rates, increasing debt through further borrowings or
spending less on other services. The Auditor-General
was clear when he pointed out that it is a balancing act
for local government to fund that asset renewal gap as
well as provide appropriate maintenance for roads and
bridges. I think we are going to see that balance tip as
councils are constrained not only by the rate capping
that is coming their way but also by the fact that there
seems to be a lack of funding for local government.
The country roads and bridges program is an example
of funding that is now lost to local government. It is not
a fund it can utilise any longer, which is unfortunate
because $1 million per council per year to 40 regional
councils was a good sum of money. It probably did not
go far enough. When you consider how much bridges
cost — they are very expensive pieces of
infrastructure — a million dollars does not go far, but it
is better to have a million dollars than no dollars at all.
We lament the loss of that to local government,
particularly now that councils are going to be
constrained by rate capping.
The country roads and bridges program enabled the
repair or replacement of approximately 100 bridges and
the repair or upgrade of 900 local roads. But given the
extent of the road network, that barely scratches the
surface, and Victoria is the most road-dense state in the
country. There are a lot of roads and there is a lot of
population dispersed throughout the state, and our
needs in relation to roads are quite different to those in
other jurisdictions.
We see constantly that the budget to VicRoads is being
cut. The former government cut the budget to
VicRoads. Engineers from the Association of
Professional Engineers, Scientists and Managers
Australia warned at the time that we would see a
general deterioration of roads, and those budget cuts
would impact greatly on the state of Victoria. We have
seen that come to bear, and anyone who drives around
regional Victoria or the fringes of Melbourne can see
generally a deterioration of the roads. I even point to a
local road in my area — that is, Monbulk Road —
which is in a constant state of deterioration and has
patch after patch on it, and yet it is a significant and
critical link through the Dandenong Ranges.
The warning back in 2012 was that the move was likely
to lead VicRoads to cut speed limits on some roads as
they deteriorated. Out of interest, I noticed when I
travelled down to Hamilton as part of a public hearing
into unconventional gas that many roads I travelled on
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had a reduced speed limit because they were in a
general state of deterioration. Instead of
100-kilometres-per-hour signs, there were
80-kilometres-per-hour signs. That was quite a surprise
to me because I had not driven on those roads for some
time. To have that level of deterioration and a
management process of just putting some signs up as a
way to deal with a road issue is inadequate.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DUNN — I am still working out whether I live
in metropolitan Melbourne or not myself, but that is
what they say about the Dandenong Ranges.
In relation to the Stronger Country Bridges program,
yes, there is funding there, but I draw the attention of
the members in the chamber to the Better Roads
program for which the government announced
$1 billion in funding to upgrade and repair unsafe and
congested roads across regional Victoria. But the real
rub with this $1 billion in funding, according to a
document that crossed my path, is that in relation to the
Better Roads funding a communication strategy will be
prepared to manage any sensitivities around funding not
being from new funding. This is not new funding; it is
funding that is already in the system.
I am concerned that our roads will not see the sort of
wholesale improvement they need to see because we
have not done what we have needed to do for many
years in relation to that backlog of regional roads,
whether they be VicRoads or local government roads.
In terms of the pressure generally, we keep pulling
money out of VicRoads and local government, and
eventually we are going to find the roads across the
state outside of metropolitan Melbourne in such a
dismal state that it will significantly impact on our
economy.
In terms of the local roads that are mentioned in
Mr Morris’s motion, I cannot speak on the
Myamyn-Macarthur Road. I have not driven on it. It
does not sound great. However, I have some insight
into the Portland-Nelson Road. It was telling for me
that at the public hearing I attended in Hamilton, the
Protect the West Alliance talked about the
Portland-Nelson Road in terms of the road constantly
falling apart, being repaired and falling apart again.
That is the experience of locals down there. As we have
heard, there is significant economic activity there in
relation to plantations. I have to put on the record that
the Greens are very happy to see a thriving plantation
timber industry, but in terms of what we heard on the
day, locals are very concerned about the state of their
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roads. We saw some photos which indicated that road
was in an absolutely appalling state.
I turn to the elements of Mr Morris’s motion.
Mr Morris condemns the Andrews Labor government
for neglecting Victoria’s regional road network. We
share those concerns, but we are really concerned about
a rate capping scenario and what that means for local
communities in the future. We are concerned we will
see a deterioration of local roads — that enormous asset
base that local governments have — because there
simply will not be the funds to keep up with the
maintenance required. We already know that local
governments cannot match the funding needed for asset
management. We already see a gap between the road
maintenance needed by the time they get the funding to
get the maintenance done. That enormous gap will
continue to grow. That will be incredibly bad news for
those local communities, because not only do VicRoads
roads suffer from a lack of investment, upgrade and
maintenance, but now local government-managed roads
will share the same fate. The reality for people who are
driving on roads is that they do not get the difference
between the two methods of road management; they
just see it as a road network. Ultimately we will see the
same issues across the road network.
In relation to the other parts of the motion, we are
happy to note the scrapping of the coalition’s
$160 million country roads and bridges program, but
with that we note also the reduction in Roads to
Recovery funding from the federal government. This is
yet another blow to local government, so it seems that
local government is getting hit on every side and is the
whipping boy from not only the federal government but
also from the state government in relation to the assets
local governments need to manage. With that I will
conclude. We will support this motion but note the
enormous burden that is placed on local government in
relation to its jurisdiction of managing roads and the
significant challenges it will face under a rate capping
scenario.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to rise today to talk about this important subject.
Ms Dunn observed that this motion targets regional
road networks, and I think there is some truth to that,
but it is also worth noting that there might be some
other targets of this motion. There is a broader context
to this discussion which is worth us all having in the
back of our minds. I will be making some observations
about our contributions to funding these important
transport networks.
Mr Morris made some interesting observations in his
speech — —

Wednesday, 21 October 2015

Mr Morris — Very good observations.
Mr MULINO — Interesting, certainly, in relation to
the funding of various roads and different programs. I
thought his comments were ones you might expect in
the full fury of a campaign. There was a certain element
of emotion to them. Mr Morris was aghast at certain
elements of the government’s program. I am going to
do a word search and see how often the word ‘aghast’
appears, because I think the word might appear more
frequently closer to elections. It is not surprising that
the word ‘aghast’ might start to be heard today in the
lead-up to certain by-elections. It is commendable that
Mr Morris composed himself enough to come in here
and read out his contribution, notwithstanding the great
anger and fury he feels. It was an impressive controlling
of his emotions.
Mr Jennings — He could have read Nineteen
Eighty-Four in the Assembly last weekend.
Mr MULINO — Exactly. What exactly are we
talking about? We are talking about some of the most
important roads, and more broadly transport
connections, in the state. As a person who represents
regional areas, as one of the interjectors said, I am fully
cognisant of that. However, it is worth taking a step
back and, rather than just reeling off project after
project, asking how we should approach funding these
transport networks. I will argue there are a couple of
criterion we should adopt. In doing so, this government
is taking a far more coherent and sensible approach
than that of the previous government.
Firstly, when we look at the funding of regional roads,
we need to take a long-term approach. This government
has committed to spending $1 billion over a long-term
period to upgrade unsafe and congested roads and level
crossings in regional communities.
Secondly, and this is an overarching comment before
getting down to some specific programs, funding needs
to be directed on a needs basis rather than having
one-size-fits-all programs. One-size-fits-all programs
can be all well and good for media releases and slogans,
but they are not a sensible way of prioritising spending.
If one looks at the way the programs and the approach
we are adopting have been supported by other levels of
government, one sees that the approach I recommend is
one that other levels of government, including a federal
government of the other political stripe, are very
supportive of.
Thirdly, whenever one looks at something as
complicated as the regional road network and at
multi-use transport infrastructure which is used not only

REGIONAL AND RURAL ROADS
Wednesday, 21 October 2015

COUNCIL

for commuting and transporting people for community
needs or tourism but also for freight one needs to be
aware of the interdependencies within that network and
also the intermodal challenges; for example, the
connections between the road system and the rail
system and the level crossing issues that we see in
regional Victoria just as we do in the metropolitan area.
We need to have an approach that takes that into
account. I argue that the approach we are taking to
funding regional roads takes all of those broader policy
perspectives into account in a far more coherent and
sensible way than was the case previously.
To reiterate, the Andrews Labor government has made
an unprecedented investment in improving safety on
our regional roads. That is why we are spending
$1 billion on upgrading unsafe and congested roads
right across regional Victoria. It is also why we are
investing in level crossings — to improve the
connection between the road and rail networks.
One particular funding program that is worth looking at
in some detail is the $135.6 million allocated over the
next year to repair unsafe and deteriorating roads across
Victoria. This will cover hundreds of sites across
regional Victoria that need to be resealed. I could list a
raft of individual projects, but it is more important to
note that there is a significant amount of funding in
each of the major regions. There is $11.4 million for
300 sites across north-eastern Victoria, $12.6 million
for 120 sites across western Victoria, $14.2 million for
160 sites across south-western Victoria and
$19.8 million for sites across metropolitan Melbourne,
many of which will improve access into important
metropolitan areas for people from regional Victoria.
There is also $11.6 million for 130 sites across northern
Victoria and $10.4 million for the eastern region — my
electorate. When you look at those breakdowns you see
that there is significant funding for repairing unsafe and
deteriorating roads in all of our key regional areas.
There is a spread of literally hundreds of sites, and that
is critical.
I also want to identify as a particular program
$42.8 million to upgrade and strengthen 52 bridges for
freight efficiency. These bridges are important in terms
of access more generally. They are important
thoroughfares for commuters and tourists, but the key
rationale in an immediate sense is to improve the
capacity of these bridges and thoroughfares for
high-productivity freight vehicles.
I will put this in a broader context because there are a
number of programs being undertaken to strengthen
bridges. It is important to understand that these different
programs involve not only the state funding a series of
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bridges on its own but also a number of projects where
the state and the federal governments are working
together. One is the Bridges Renewal program, which
involves 50-50 funding between the state government
and the federal government. That involves funding for a
total of six bridges. Then there is the national highway
upgrade program, which is 80 per cent commonwealth
funded and 20 per cent state funded and which
strengthens bridges along a number of major arterial
highways. That includes a number of bridges along the
Goulburn Valley Highway, the Hume Freeway, the
Western Highway and the Monash Freeway. This
program is going to strengthen 31 bridges. These are
absolutely critical bridges for the freight network in this
state. Again, that is an 80 to 20 program where the
federal government and state government have worked
closely together to prioritise funding on those bridges
that are of the most importance to the freight task.
Then there is the bridge strengthening program, which
is funded 100 per cent by the state government. That is
going to strengthen 52 bridges with an eye to freight
efficiency, upgrading bridges to allow many of them to
accommodate 68.5-tonne gross mass limits, which
would accommodate B-double trucks, which is
absolutely critical to allowing our exporters to get
access to ports and allowing freight to move across the
state. When you look at that program, with
$42.8 million from the state government for 52 bridges
for freight efficiency, you see that there are some really
significant projects within that — for example, on the
Western Highway, the Melton to Ballarat section; and
on the Hume Freeway, the M80 to the New South
Wales border. The first of those is $11.7 million; the
second is $7.6 million.
I stress that 52 bridges are getting funding from that
project, but it is not a one-size-fits-all approach. We are
clearly prioritising those projects that are of the utmost
importance to the freight task of this state, and it is a
policy-based, targeted way of spending the money. It
also reflects the multilayered approach of the bridge
renewal and the national highway upgrade programs.
We have three different programs, all funding bridge
upgrades and bridge strengthening — programs that are
coordinated between the federal and the state
governments, programs that are taking local
government needs into account and programs that are
very policy oriented compared to the previous
one-size-fits-all approach, under which the way money
was spent was often unaccountable. This is a significant
improvement.
Significant money is also going into level crossing
removals, which we know are extremely important. We
often talk in this place about level crossings in the

REGIONAL AND RURAL ROADS
3918

COUNCIL

metro area, but I think people on all sides of this debate
would agree that level crossings are also extremely
important in regional areas. It is really important that
we acknowledge that level crossing upgrades will get
significant funding in the government’s forward
program. The commonwealth and Victorian
governments are also partnering on rest stops —
another example of coordinating across different levels
of government, which is critical in this space. The
Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund is a
$200 million fund that will drive economic growth,
create jobs and boost exports. It is a fund that is focused
on the first and last mile.
There is an understanding that, yes, we need to focus on
projects that are geographically located in the
regions — and that is something I have already alluded
to — but it is also critical for people in the regions to
get access to services in metro areas and just as
important if not more important for exporters from the
regions to get access to ports and physical
infrastructure. That last mile is critical. We cannot
imagine for a moment that people in the regions are not
interested in getting that last mile fixed as well. That
$200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
is absolutely critical. I very much hope that all members
of this house do what is needed to secure the passage of
that fund.
I think we in this house can all agree on the importance
of funding regional roads and agree that there are a
number of criteria involved. One is safety, one is
dealing with congestion and other externalities — we
need to make sure that we get the use mix right — and
one that I would argue does not get enough attention is
making sure that the different layers of the transport
system work as well together as they should. We want
to make sure that the linkages between the road system
and the rail system are as strong as possible and that we
get intermodal terminals to be efficient as possible. We
want to get rid of level crossings or mitigate their
negative effects as much as possible. Those need to be
the overarching goals of our policies in this area.
If one were to be ungenerous — and I am certainly not
predisposed to be — one might say that there is a
certain tinge, a certain spin or a certain timing to this
motion, but I will not take that view of it. I say that it is
useful that a really important issue is being raised. I put
on the record that this government is doing an
incredible amount in this area. It is putting in huge
amounts of funding in a far more effective, far more
planned and far more rational way. That is reflected not
just in the areas where we are acting alone — and there
are many areas where the state government is fully
funding projects that are providing vast improvements
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for regional Victoria compared to what was in place
before — but also by the fact that other levels of
government want to sign up to our agenda.
The commonwealth government wants to join with us
on bridge strengthening programs. Local government
wants to join up with the state government on a whole
range of programs. We are heading in the right
direction. It is a long-term plan; it is a policy-based
plan; it is an integrated plan; and that is where regional
Victoria wants to go. I believe that is what we should be
supporting, not tokenistic gestures such as the one that
Mr Morris has put forward.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak to Mr Morris’s motion this
morning. In doing so I congratulate him on bringing
this motion to the house. He is a parliamentary
colleague, a great advocate for Western Victoria
Region as a local member and also a great advocate for
the south-west of Victoria.
I am always bemused when my contribution follows
one by Mr Mulino because his contribution is delivered
like a true bureaucrat. He does not have a lot of passion
or emotion. He makes a fairly academic, technical and
dry contribution that provides some detail, but he does
not show passion, commitment or fire in the belly in
relation to what he is talking about. That is the
difference between country members like Mr Morris
and me, who live and breathe regional Victoria, and
those who live on the fringes, who exit and traverse the
green wedge metropolitan boundaries of regional
Victoria.
This is an important motion, and it is disappointing to
see that the government benches are almost empty. I
understand why some members are missing, and I will
not go into detail about that, but it is disappointing to
see a distinct absence of country members bothering to
sit in the chamber to listen to the debate about the
importance of funding local government roads. Having
said that, I appreciate there is unity in common purpose
and agreement in relation to the importance of local
roads for regional Victorians, and an appreciation that
they are the lifeblood of rural communities. I think we
all agree that they are under significant stress and in
many places are falling to bits. There are a range of
reasons for that, but there is no doubt that the reason for
Mr Morris’s motion today is to draw attention to the
fact that the Napthine government had some very good
programs that were helping local government to
maintain and upgrade the local road networks it is
responsible for and that it was also assisting VicRoads
to maintain the roads it was responsible for.
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As Mr Jennings said, we keep raising the point about
the importance of these funding programs that were so
successful under the previous government. We are so
disappointed that the government of the day has seen fit
to cut these programs and replace them with programs
that do not have the same outcomes or provide the
value that the previous programs did.
I will not go into significant detail about the country
roads and bridges program, because it has been well
canvassed in previous contributions and in Mr Morris’s
contribution today, but we have referred to it many
times in this house because it has been such an
important program for local government. It gave local
councils some certainty of funding they could apply to
their budgets each year to do the necessary backlog of
works in relation to upgrading both roads and bridges.
At $1 million per year and with a $160 million
projected funding stream, the program provided
funding certainty and also allowed councils to start
significant work — not just tinkering around the
edges — on the backlog of maintenance that stacked up
over a number of years.
The other programs it was disappointing to see the
Andrews government cut were little programs that had
significant value for both local communities and local
government. The local infrastructure fund — a
$100 million fund — was also a very important fund
that could be matched with co-funding from federal,
state or local sources or from private partnerships. It
really provided for the sort of infrastructure that local
councils would not normally be able to fund or build. In
the plethora of new funding mechanisms that the
Andrews government has announced I see no
replacement for the local infrastructure fund, which was
critical to the sorts of infrastructure projects that would
not normally be funded under other programs.
The Putting Locals First Fund was another very
important program for local government to provide
infrastructure opportunities for councils and
communities that would not normally fit under any
other program. The specific local programs were
identified by community members and supported by
local councils. They provided things such as
improvements at tennis clubs and sporting grounds, and
skateboarding and sporting infrastructure. If you drive
around regional Victoria, whether it be Smythesdale,
Scarsdale, Linton, Meredith, Winchelsea or many other
towns, you will see new infrastructure, whether it be
sporting and recreational or at schools or meeting halls,
that has been revitalised by this program. So it is very
disappointing that this government has seen fit to cut
that program, which was funded at more than
$100 million.
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There has been some argy-bargy about the value of the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund, but there is no doubt
that it was a program committed to regional Victoria.
Many smaller programs were under the umbrella of the
Regional Growth Fund and provided such things as
leadership programs right through to assisting with
work on multipurpose facilities. Ararat was a classic
example, receiving $1.2 million in funding. Winchelsea
upgraded its beautiful bluestone courthouse through the
fund; and I could go on. The Regional Growth Fund
was specifically for regional Victoria.
One of the real criticisms of this government is that it is
relinquishing those programs that were totally
committed to regional Victoria and those funds are now
to be universally used for both metropolitan and
regional Victoria. The arguments put by members on
this side of the house today demonstrate how angry we
are and how totally disappointed we are that the
Andrews government has pinched what was funding
committed for regional Victoria through the Stronger
Country Bridges program to fund metropolitan
infrastructure.
Mr Morris very clearly articulated his anger, frustration
and disappointment that the Andrews government
would see fit to use that money to build some bridge
infrastructure in the Premier’s Assembly seat of
Mulgrave, and that would be only one example. We
will see many instances of the Andrews government
pilfering money from the regional Victoria country
roads and bridges program and putting it into
metropolitan Melbourne to help supplement funding for
metropolitan infrastructure works. I am sure we will see
that when we get closer to the next budget, where we
know the Andrews government’s prioritisation of
programs will come under significant pressure.
One thing we do agree on is the importance of moving
freight from road to rail. That takes pressure off some
of our regional road networks. Again, it is disappointing
to see that the Andrews government has rail blocked, if
I can use that pun, the Murray Basin rail project. It has
stalled that project because it has put not a cent into that
project, and it has used the coalition government’s
policy in relation to the sale of Rural Finance, the
proceeds of which were identified specifically for
regional Victoria, with $220 million specified for the
Murray Basin rail project. That was in the 2014–15
budget; the Andrews government did not provide any
money for that. Then it has the cheek to say, ‘We’re
going to the feds for the rest of it. The feds will cough
up the other $200 million, and of course we won’t have
to spend a cent, so we will just plough all our money
into the Metro rail project’, where it has a $9 billion
project with no business plan and no funding as yet.
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Again, for whatever reason, regional Victorians are
being treated as second-class citizens. While the
government is engaging in argy-bargy with the feds in
relation to gap funding, the project has stalled. Here we
are, with road networks all over Victoria falling to bits,
yet the Andrews government is refusing to proceed
with the Murray Basin rail project to try to move some
of the heavy vehicles and heavy containers that are
pivotal to moving freight across Victoria to our ports
off the road networks and onto rail.
I will get back to the motion and identify the three
points Mr Morris has set out. I am reluctant to do so,
but I suppose at some point in my contribution I had
better actually refer to the motion! The motion asks that
this house condemn the Andrews Labor government
and the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. We have
pretty well articulated that we are very disappointed in
the Andrews government and the way it has cut those
very successful programs that provided funding to local
government for upgrading, improving and regenerating
our local road networks.
The motion notes that Labor has scrapped the
coalition’s successful $160 million country roads and
bridges program. I have already indicated how
disappointed we are that the government has seen fit to
cut that program. I have to say that, like Ms Dunn, I sit
on the Standing Committee on the Environment and
Planning, which is currently inquiring into the rate
capping policy and is ably chaired by David Davis.
Clearly all the local councils that have provided
testimony to that inquiry have indicated how successful
and how valued the country roads and bridges program
was to them. Not only is the government
foreshadowing a rate cap to councils but it is cutting
these significant programs at the same time. That will
have a significant impact on councils’ ability to
continue to maintain our local country roads and
bridges networks.
I might say that there has also been some criticism of
the indexation of the federal assistance grants to local
councils, but I can say that supplementary funding has
been provided, particularly in the federal seats of
Corangamite and Wannon, which encompass the state
Assembly electorates of Polwarth and South-West
Coast. In fact more money has been provided to the
Roads to Recovery program through the supplementary
grants that were announced recently by the federal
members for those seats, Sarah Henderson and Dan
Tehan respectively. Yes, there has been some
indexation in relation to federal assistance grants, but
there has also been more money provided through the
Roads to Recovery program to certain areas of local
government that are under significant pressure and
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stress. I might add that the federal government has also
provided significant co-funding, as Mr Mulino said, in
relation to its Bridges Renewal program, thankfully,
because otherwise local government would not be able
to continue to maintain and upgrade these old wooden
bridges, given the cutting of the country roads and
bridges program.
I was down at the Castle Carey Road bridge the other
day, which is one of those bridges that is not funded.
The Corangamite shire is seeking $2 million to
complete the full replacement of that old wooden
bridge in the Glenormiston area. Unfortunately, as we
have seen, money is being diverted to Mulgrave to
replace a metropolitan bridge as part of the Monash
rejuvenation project at the expense of little wooden
bridges like the Castle Carey Road bridge in the Noorat
area, which is a great disappointment because we
cannot get the B-doubles across. What we are finding is
that freight charges are going up because some of these
transporters are not able to use their larger vehicles
across some of these bridges. This bridge should be
replaced as a matter of urgency.
I go to paragraph 3 of the motion, which says:
(3) notes that two of regional Victoria’s most dangerous
roads are the Myamyn-Macarthur Road and the
Portland-Nelson Road —

the latter of which I am very familiar with. Both those
roads have been identified in previous contributions as
being severely neglected, and significant funding for
maintenance of those roads is required as a matter of
urgency.
But those are only two that Mr Morris has identified. In
Polwarth I could identify the Timboon-Colac Road,
which again has been identified in this chamber and
also by the Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of
Polwarth, Richard Riordan, who is running a crusade to
identify the local roads in Polwarth that require
immediate and urgent action. I am sure that Mr Drum,
given the opportunity, will acknowledge the work of
The Nationals candidate, David O’Brien, in identifying
the country roads in that electorate that require some
urgent attention.
As Mr Morris has already said, the government’s
response through VicRoads to these urgent
maintenance requirements is to put restricted speed
zones on those roads to ease the speed of traffic and
provide some safety compliance, but it is also to try to
eke out a few more years of road use without any
significant maintenance. But that will not wash with
local communities, because they can see the huge
potholes throughout those road networks. The
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shoulders and edges of the pavement are wearing away
to a point where you cannot just put signs for slower
speed zones on roads; you have to start investing in
those road networks in a considerable way.
We understand that the heavier vehicles, the lack of
maintenance, the poor materials that have been used in
some circumstances, the climatic conditions and the
quality of the road making are having an effect on the
longevity of some of these roads. The way they are
structured now is not giving them the sort of long life
we have seen in the past. They require continual
maintenance and patching works, perhaps more so than
we have seen in the past.
I would like to allow other speakers the opportunity to
speak in the debate on this motion, but before I
conclude I will highlight the good work that the
coalition, both state and federal, has done in relation to
the Princes Highway west extension. That duplication
to Winchelsea is nearly complete, and planning is well
underway for the duplication to Colac. There is strong
advocacy from councils from Colac to Portland for the
funding of a two-plus-one model for the Princes
Highway, and we on this side of the chamber will
continue to push for a commitment of funding for the
legs from Colac to Warrnambool. I also make note of
the duplication works on the Western Highway to
Ararat and the requirement for ongoing funding.
All these bigger projects, including the Great Ocean
Road, were funded by the coalition government. Not
one cent has been funded by the Andrews government,
and there seems to be a reluctance from the Andrews
government to commit to funding these larger
infrastructure projects in regional Victoria as well as the
local road networks identified in Mr Morris’s motion. I
am looking forward to a time when there is a
commitment to rail, both freight and passenger rail. I
have reported in this house many times the lack of
commitment from the Andrews government to provide
a fourth and fifth daily rail service to Warrnambool. At
this stage there is no commitment of money in the
budget to ongoing rail investment in regional Victoria,
whether passenger rail or freight rail.
A lack of infrastructure projects have been committed
to by the Andrews government in relation to the
ongoing duplication of Princes Highway west and
Western Highway, which are critical for Western
Victoria Region. As I have demonstrated today, all
these very good, popular and well-supported programs
introduced by the coalition government have been cut
by this government. The replacement programs are not
for regional Victoria; they are for Victoria generally.
The government will identify priority projects, usually
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populist projects, as we have seen with the public
holidays and rate capping policies, that will no doubt be
diverted to Melbourne.
As we have seen with the sale of assets, the port of
Melbourne sale has been identified as a key funding
revenue opportunity, but it is giving only a small
dribble to regional Victoria. We are not even sure that
any money from the sale of the port of Melbourne, if it
is passed by both houses, will go to regional Victoria.
The government has talked about $200 million, but we
know it is already holding the proceeds of the sale of
the Rural Finance Corporation in one of the little
infrastructure funds it has renamed and rebadged about
six times over. There has been no real commitment to
any revenue from the sale of the port of Melbourne
being specifically identified for use in regional Victoria,
whether for infrastructure, road network support or to
replace some of these programs.
I am a bit surprised that the Victorian Farmers
Federation was so quick out of the blocks to
congratulate itself on the work it did to try to identify
moneys out of the sale of the port of Melbourne
specifically for regional Victoria, because in my view
that has not been the case. It has not been demonstrated
by any form of commitment from the current
government in its document in relation to that proposed
sale.
In summary, I congratulate Mr Morris on bringing this
motion to the house. He has identified some key roads
in the south-west that need immediate maintenance, but
all speakers could identify hundreds of roads
throughout regional Victoria that require significant
maintenance. It is unfortunate that the Guilty Party, as I
call it — the Andrews government — has cut all these
programs that could provide funding for these
important road networks, as is its lack of commitment
to both passenger and freight rail services throughout
regional Victoria. Instead it is focusing all its priority
projects on metropolitan Melbourne. I fully support the
motion.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I appreciate the
opportunity to stand and support the motion put
forward by Josh Morris today. It is a motion that is well
overdue, succinct and straight to the point. It talks about
the condemnation that Victorian people should feel
towards the Andrews government and the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety for neglecting Victoria’s
regional road network, with the scrapping of the
$160 million country roads and bridges program. It also
notes that we now have some of the most dangerous
roads in the south-west, that are causing real concern
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for motorists who find themselves driving on those
roads.

ridiculously long rotational maintenance programs that
see these roads become incredibly dangerous.

This is something that I think gets tossed around as a
political football. Are the roads in a really bad condition
or are they not? Is it a hassle or is it not? Is it dangerous
or is it not? The answer is: it is incredibly dangerous
when you are driving on bad roads in the country,
especially when you are driving at night, which many
people are forced to do. Driving on bad country roads
costs lives. If you do not think it is an important issue,
pick up the paper and read the death notices and you
will see some of the serious accidents that form part of
the road toll.

The country roads and bridges program was aimed at
the smallest and poorest 40 councils around the state
that did not have the capacity to fix their roads with
their own rate base. The idea of a program that gave
each of these councils $1 million to work on their own
roads was born out of many years of conversation. This
program was born from consultation with the councils
to try to work out how we could best help them help
themselves.

It is not just deaths that occur. I happened to drive past
an accident the other day. I could not work out how this
car, 10 kilometres out of Violet Town, could be up
against that particular tree. We were there before the
ambulances and the police. The only explanation was
that the car had actually gone off the side of the road to
the left, overcorrected back across the road into the tree
on the right-hand side, facing the direction in which
they were driving. It is just incredible that this Labor
government has so quickly and brazenly turned its back
on country Victoria.
We are not talking about the reduction of a fund here;
we are not talking about the country roads and bridges
roads program having a 5 or 10 per cent cut. The Labor
government has abandoned the whole project —
$160 million that was given directly to the councils.
Mr Mulino in his presentation today effectively said
that the money was not well targeted or well spent.
Does the Labor Party think the country roads and
bridges program just jumped up one morning and
presented itself and someone said, ‘That’s not a bad
idea; let’s do it’? The country roads and bridges
program took up a large part of our time in opposition.
We were in opposition for 11 years. We had
conversations with local councils in which we would
talk to them about their asset management programs,
and we came to understand that some of our smaller
councils were having to put in place a 300-year
rotational maintenance program because that was the
only way they could ever get around to fixing their
roads.
Under the previous Labor government things like
swimming pools, town halls and recreation reserves
were all added into the mix of what a local council had
to be able to fund as part of its asset maintenance. But
the most expensive asset of all is roads. The only way
some councils can effectively keep their heads above
water and stay viable is to turn some of these country
roads back to gravel or else put in place these

When you think about it, giving councils $1 million
each for four years is not a lot of money, but it tallies up
to a sizable amount. Has anybody from the Labor Party
dared to go out into the regions and the country? Do not
talk about Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong and think you
have been out to regional Victoria. Labor members
might have been to our regional cities, but they have
not been to country Victoria. They have to get out to
Towong. They will meet some interesting people out
there who have been able to cut the costs of their
operations through a whole range of innovative ideas.
They are the ones who have led the way when it comes
to cost cutting in a lot of their asset management
programs.
It was us talking to these councils that resulted in them
being given the opportunity to deliver for the people of
Victoria who happen to live in some of our smaller
regional shires. These councils would not have had a
hope in hell of being able to provide the services
ratepayers expect without the coalition’s help over the
previous four years. It is brazen of the lead speaker for
the Labor Party, Mr Mulino, to come in here and say,
‘We’ve put in place a policy’s policy, a policy-based
policy’. Mr Ramsay mentioned bureaucratic speak. I
seriously thought I was watching Utopia when the
Labor Party’s lead speaker came in and said, ‘We’re
putting in place a policy-based policy’.
I do not know what any other policy is. Is it something
you dream up one night as you are sitting around
having a couple bottles of red? Should we have a
drinking red wine-based policy? Should we have a
drinking beer-based policy? Is it a matter of how drunk
you are when you derive this policy, or do we have a
Utopia-style policy, where it is just bureaucratic speak
and then you do not do anything?
We also heard about this $1 billion regional roads
program. It does not exist. I would love to see where it
is, but it does not exist. It is just out there in the ether
somewhere; it does not exist. We have a regional jobs
program that does exist; it has just not started yet.
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Eleven months into government we have a Regional
Jobs and Infrastructure Fund that has not started; we
have a regional roads program that does not exist; and
we have a Stronger Country Bridges program, where 10
of the bridges are being fixed up in Mulgrave, within
4 kilometres of the seat of the Premier. Is it Kim
Jong-un from North Korea?
Mr Herbert — Kim Jong-un II.
Mr DRUM — Kim Jong-un II. He is the supreme
ruler who simply chooses where the money will be
spent. All of a sudden Mulgrave and some of the
busiest roads in the south-east of Melbourne are
considered to be in country Victoria so that the Premier
can fix up his city bridges using the Stronger Country
Bridges program. It is a most amazing process under
this Labor government. The Labor Party has form in
walking away from country Victoria, but it normally
takes it three, four or five years to actually do it — it
does not do it overnight. Having won the election in
November 2014, it was not expected to just walk away
as soon as the budget came out in early 2015 in the way
it has done.
There is also no Putting Locals First Fund, which was a
$100 million program for country councils. All of this
is related because it affects the ability of councils to
deliver for their people. The Local Government
Infrastructure Fund is another $100 million that has
been taken away from these councils, again making it
more difficult for them to deliver for their people. This
situation is going to escalate because on top of all of
these funding withdrawals we have rate capping at a
council level. Ms Dunn from the Greens went straight
to the core of the issue: how will these councils deliver
for their people when they are constrained by the
ripping of funding from all of these programs coupled
with rate capping? It really is a ridiculous cocktail of
disaster.
On top of all those things, if you look at VicRoads and
the road asset management funding in the budget, you
will see that there is a 9.8 per cent reduction from what
was spent in 2014–15 to what is going to be spent in
2015–16. A 9.8 per cent reduction in that bucket of
money is a loss of $84 million — and that is just basic
maintenance funding. It is an $84 million cut from the
system just to compound all the other cuts to country
Victoria.
You might have thought you would never see it, but we
often hear about lines on the rail freight network in
regional Victoria that are in such a state of disrepair that
trains have to travel as slowly as 30, 40 or
50 kilometres per hour. It is ridiculous, but you sort of
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understand it because they are isolated lines, so rather
than take the trains off them, we can just slow them
down. The Labor Party in Victoria has started taking
that approach to some of our country roads. Rather than
fix a road, it is simply slowing vehicles down to
80 kilometres per hour. We have grade 1 national
highways — roads which the state and federal
governments have combined responsibility to
maintain — that the state government is refusing to fix
because it can just slow down the traffic.
This is happening in the east of our state, this is
happening in the south-west of our state and this is
happening in the north of our state where there are
roads that would normally have a speed limit of
100 kilometres per hour — on both A-class roads and
B-class roads, and I imagine there are also some
smaller C-class roads on which this is happening,
though I have not yet seen them firsthand. It is just the
most ridiculous thing for a government to say, ‘Yes, we
understand that the roads need to be fixed; we are just
not going to fix them. We are not going to give you the
maintenance funding to fix these roads, but we are
going to instruct VicRoads to slow the traffic. On these
potholed highways where the shoulder has ebbed its
way into the mainstream of the road, we will simply
slow the traffic down so that it is a little bit safer to
drive on these roads that have fallen into a state of total
disrepair’.
I urge the members of the government to set up a stand
at field days in the Wimmera, the Mallee and Elmore
and say, ‘If you have any inquiries about the condition
of country roads, sit down and have a cup of tea with
us’. They will have a queue of people running around
the corner, out the gate and halfway to Elmore, because
this is when you can really mix with the people who are
taking produce from the farms to the markets.
This is where letting the roads fall into disrepair
because of Labor’s inaction — or because of its action
in cutting these programs — has a genuine impact on
our primary producers. It costs them real money. If you
talk to these farmers and to these industries, they will
tell you about the maintenance bill for a truck
increasing by 50, 60, 70 or even 100 per cent due to the
state of the roads. They drive down the Sunraysia
Highway, they drive down the Pacific Highway and
they drive down Princes Highway west and Princes
Highway east, and they will talk about the way their
vehicles are shaken to within an inch of their life. The
maintenance work that has to take place at the
conclusion of those trips costs real money, let alone
when they happen to hit a pothole at serious speed and
blow a tyre, which will cost $400 or $500 there and
then, if not more.
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We are talking about a policy — as Mr Mulino, the lead
speaker for the government, said, a policy-based
policy — that is supposedly better targeted than the old
country roads and bridges program. What that means in
layman’s speak is that the government is not putting
any money in because it has no program. It has one
program out in the ether. It has not worked out where it
will get the money to fund it. It has announced it, and it
will keep announcing it and keep talking about it as if it
is real, but we all know it is not real. There is no
$1 billion country roads program, and there is no
money for it, so let us just call a spade a spade and not
build on things that simply do not exist.
As I said, this has all come on top of the Regional Jobs
and Infrastructure Fund program that, nearly 11 months
into the government’s time in office, has not started yet.
We have just seen the unemployment figures, which
show that Victoria is the only state to see increased
unemployment. The Minister for Regional
Development in this government has a $500 million
regional development program that, after nearly
11 months into government, she has not yet started. She
is still trying to work out what she is going to do with it.
It is all beautifully set up in different categories and
streams, yet it is not going. No-one has found out where
the key is, so we are just shining this car at the moment
without having driven it. Not one job has been created
through the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund that
is now a few days away from being 11 months old.
This smacks of either a government that was not ready
for government when it won the election or a
government whose members really do not care about
employment, regional job programs and regional
programs generally. This smacks of a government that
is trying to stall because its members do not know what
to do.
We have a Premier in this state at the moment who
takes every opportunity to tell the world he was born in
Wangaratta, but he is the most city-centric Premier I
can remember. One year Jeff Kennett handed down a
budget and said it was a budget for the suburbs, but in
that year he spent more time in regional Victoria than
either Steve Bracks or John Brumby put together.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr DRUM — Members of the Labor Party
continue to talk about how Jeff Kennett referred to
regional Victoria as the toenails of the state, but we all
know that behind the scenes nothing could be further
from the truth. Jeff Kennett spent much time in the
regions in order to understand regional Victoria.
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Let us compare that with what we have at the moment.
We have a Premier who is absolutely ripping money
out of regional Victoria with an intensity that we have
never experienced before. It is totally arrogant and
unethical of the Premier to claim that his government
has a Stronger Country Bridges program. If he wants to
spend money in Mulgrave and thinks it a good idea to
strengthen bridges in his electorate, then why would he
not start up a south-eastern Melbourne bridges
program? Then he could look the camera in the eye
with some degree of integrity and honesty and say,
‘This is a program for south-eastern Melbourne, and
I’m very proud to deliver it’, rather than think he can
sneak in these bridges in the south east of the city and
rip that money out of country Victoria.
The government’s explanation is, ‘This is all about
allowing produce to get to market’, but there are still
B-doubles in regional Victoria that are having to take
40 and 50-kilometre detours to find a bridge strong
enough to enable them to cross. The Premier can talk
about strengthening bridges in Mulgrave all he likes,
but for goodness sake, he should have the integrity and
the honesty to create his own fund from which he can
take money to fix those bridges. I am sure that there is a
real need to fix bridges in the south east. All that
opposition members are saying is that the Premier
should not think he can deceitfully announce a project
for regional Victoria or country Victoria and try to sell
the message to Victorians that he cares about regional
Victoria and about access to market for primary
producers. He should not try to sell the message that he
cares for the regions and cares for the country and then,
at the 11th hour, sneak 10 south-eastern Melbourne
bridge locations onto the map and hope that no-one
ever finds out where the money is coming from. It is a
ridiculous situation.
Members of this government think country Victoria is
Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and the Latrobe Valley and
have no understanding of the rest of the state.
Government members think they can cut $84 million
from a basic road maintenance asset renewal program,
cut $160 million from the country roads and bridges
program, take money out of local government —
$100 million for the Local Government Infrastructure
Fund and another $100 million for the Putting Locals
First program — and then cap rates on top of that, yet
they do not think anything is wrong. This is one of the
most staggering abuses of regional Victoria — country
Victoria — that I have witnessed in my time in this
place.
The coalition in opposition has four fantastic candidates
standing at by-elections in the south west of the state —
two for The Nationals and two for the Liberal Party —

REGIONAL AND RURAL ROADS
Wednesday, 21 October 2015

COUNCIL

and as they all try to make their way into this
Parliament they find that their no. 1 issue is the state of
country roads. Members of the Labor Party do not want
to stand candidates at those by-elections. They do not
think it is necessary to provide for the people of
Bannockburn, Colac, Warrnambool and Portland
because they know they are severely short-changing
Victorians who live in that part of the state. Members of
the government are turning their backs on country
Victoria and regional Victoria, and it is time they took a
good look at what is the no. 1 issue for the two
by-elections that will be held in a week-and-a-half’s
time.
We have a situation where, if members of the Labor
Party do not care, it is up to the people of Victoria to
remind government members they would not be in
office but for the grace of the people of country
Victoria, so they had better start looking at their
allocations in the government’s $52 billion budget and
be a little more fair-minded and concerned about equal
resourcing. At the moment budget allocations are being
made with arrogance and through deceit and a system
that I have never seen before. The Labor Party is in
government, but its members are turning their backs on
the regions.
This motion from Mr Morris goes straight to the point
that the roads minister and the Premier need to be
condemned for what they are doing. As I have said, it is
a total scrapping of a vital program; you only have to
ask the councils that were receiving this $1 million a
year about the work they will no longer be able to do. It
is something that needs to be acknowledged. I just wish
the government would see the light and understand the
damage that it is perpetrating on these smaller regional
councils. I congratulate Mr Morris on bringing this
motion to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to comment briefly on Mr Morris’s motion. I have
to say at the outset that I find it kind of rich that
members of the opposition are condemning the Premier
and the Minister for Roads and Road Safety when they
had a Premier and a minister for transport who
represented electorates in that area who, from what I
am hearing, did very little down there in that time.
We have a great candidate running in the electorate of
Polwarth for the Legislative Assembly, Dr Meredith
Doig. She and I have been spending a bit of time down
in Colac and Polwarth listening to the traders. They are
shaking their heads and saying, ‘It’s the same old thing.
It’s the government promising this and the government
promising that. We had a Premier and a minister for
transport here, and nothing happened’. Dr Meredith
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Doig’s grandfather was a doctor down in Colac. She
has been travelling down to Colac for some 40 years,
and she comments that the roads have not changed
since she was a young girl.
Mr Finn — Have you been down there?
Ms PATTEN — I have been down there. Dr Doig
said she travelled down there every weekend as a
young child to spend time with her grandmother. She
had family homes in Lorne and Colac, and she spent
time every week down there with her grandmother,
cousins and uncle. She confirmed to me that the roads
have not changed since she was down there as a young
child 40 years ago.
Mr Ramsay — We’ve spent $800 million on
duplication. Ms Patten, you do not have a clue.
Ms PATTEN — I have been on the Timboon-Colac
Road, Mr Ramsay — 40 kilometres on that road. I find
it rich that the coalition is calling the government out on
this issue when it did nothing in government in the last
four years. I speak to the traders in Colac, and that is
what they say to me — and I was there just last
weekend.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Mr Ramsay and Mr Finn will let Ms Patten continue.
Mr Finn — But she is talking crap.
Ms PATTEN — You would know, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms PATTEN — You have had great practice at it. I
agree that more does need to be done down there. I
totally agree with that, and I am very supportive of
more money being spent on these regional areas. I am
also supportive of enabling people from these regional
areas to get to the Epping market, the airport and the
port of Melbourne. We need better roads, and not just
in the regional areas. We need them in some of those
metropolitan areas. Some of those roads will enable
farmers and business operators from the west and
south-west to get to the Epping market in my region or
to the port of Melbourne or the airport. I think it is
important, but I think it is very rich of Mr Morris to
condemn the government for not investing in this area
when the opposition itself is just as guilty of not
investing in this area.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the motion that has been moved by Josh Morris. I
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congratulate Josh on bringing this very important
motion to the chamber today, because country roads
and bridges are important to those of us who live in
country Victoria, and indeed they are important to the
whole economy of our state.
Since the change of government one of the things that
has been discussed with me by local government in
particular has been the scrapping of the coalition’s
$160 million country roads and bridges fund. This fund
provided $1 million per year to 40 of our smallest
councils. Rural councils have relied on this money
because they have such large road networks. They have
hundreds of kilometres of roads, but they also have
very small rate bases. Many of their roads are subject to
heavy use by large trucks, particularly milk tankers,
which use many of our country roads twice daily. The
wear and tear on a lot of these local government
network roads is intense, and local governments cannot
keep up with the maintenance. The Labor Party,
however, has cruelly withdrawn the $1 million a year
that was provided to local councils by the coalition
government to assist with their road maintenance.
Local governments are telling me that the loss of that
money combined with rate capping is going to make it
very difficult for them to maintain their roads and the
necessary investment in their road networks. This
government takes from local councils $160 million
over four years, it imposes on them rate capping and
then it still expects them to maintain road networks. It is
not going to work. If the government is going to cap
local council rates, it is going to have to contribute to
assist councils to maintain their roads and bridges and
also their sporting grounds and a whole range of other
things that local governments are going to need
assistance with.
In northern Victoria we are back in drought times.
Local governments will be starting to think about what
that drought means for our roads. We know that as the
ground under the road base dries out it compromises the
road base. If we then have a heavy rainfall event, it
washes away much of the dirt underneath the road base
and leads to the deterioration of the road.
In February the Labor government announced
$35.8 million in funding to strengthen 48 bridges in
regional Victoria, or so the press release said. The
government got quite good coverage for this right
throughout regional Victoria. But there were two
problems with it. The first problem was there was no
money for local government for local roads and
bridges — the money was allocated only for bridges
that were already the responsibility of VicRoads. I can
tell members that local governments were disappointed.
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They had looked at this and thought that it may have at
least helped to compensate for some of the loss of the
country roads and bridges money they would have
received from a coalition government, but they were
very disappointed when they realised it was going only
to bridges that are the responsibility of VicRoads.
Still regional and rural Victorians accepted the
announcement as a positive, because any investment in
any of our roads and bridges in country Victoria is a
good thing. They accepted it as a good announcement
until the list of bridges and crossings to be upgraded
under the program was obtained. That is when the
second problem was exposed. That list revealed that
country Victorians have been hoodwinked by Daniel
Andrews. The government has fleeced this fund of
significant money to upgrade 10 bridges that are within
4 kilometres of the Premier’s metropolitan electorate.
What a sham — they are within 4 kilometres of the
Premier’s electorate. Premier Andrews’s electorate is
within 20 kilometres of the Melbourne GPO, so those
10 bridges that will be upgraded out of the Stronger
Country Bridges program are not in regional
Victoria — they are not even close to being in regional
Victoria. However, the Andrews Labor government has
chosen to upgrade 10 bridges in the Premier’s
electorate rather than 10 bridges in regional Victoria.
Country roads are vital to this state. They are freight
corridors. They transport our food and fibre from the
farms to the food processors, the markets and the port
of Melbourne. Country roads are also vital for those of
us who reside in country Victoria. We have very
limited public transport so we rely on our cars and on
our road networks for getting around. We have all
heard the Transport Accident Commission slogan
‘Country people die on country roads’. It is vital that
there is adequate investment in our road network so
those roads can be made as safe as possible to prevent
accidents and deaths on the roads.
Country Victorians do not expect to have internal
freeways in our towns like the Tullamarine Freeway
et cetera here in Melbourne. However, those of us who
live in country Victoria have the right to expect
well-maintained and safe roads, and in order for that to
happen there needs to be state government investment
in country roads.
The state of many country roads also adds to the
perception of disadvantage in many Victorian country
towns. Poorly maintained roads make an area look
down and out, and visitors to the area think of it as
being perhaps not a place where they would want to
live. If the government is going to have more focus on
moving people out of the cities and into country
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Victoria, there will need to be better maintained roads
in order not only to aesthetically please people but also
to allow for the safe passage of those people if they are
to come to country Victoria.
It is also vital that we are able to get large transport
vehicles out of regional towns and cities. People in my
home town of Shepparton in particular have been
lobbying for many years — in fact since before I was
elected to this place in 2002 — for a bypass to be
funded. They got absolutely no joy out of the previous
Labor government. They moved a step closer to having
the bypass funded under the Liberal government when
during the election it promised funding for planning of
the first stage of the bypass. However, the Liberals did
not win that election, Labor won the election, and we
now have a Labor government that has failed to make
any commitments to the city of Shepparton. Under this
government the bypass looks like it will sit on the
backburner for many years to come.
Labor’s country bridges program is a joke. Labor
should announce that it will immediately make a real
investment in country roads and bridges. As a local
representative representing Northern Victoria Region I
will continue to advocate for strong investment in roads
in northern Victoria, and I will continue to advocate for
investment in the Shepparton bypass, which is
desperately needed. The bypass would come quite close
to my home. I do not complain about that, as we have
heard many people in metropolitan Melbourne do when
roads come close to their homes, because I understand
that it is a vital piece of infrastructure for our city. It is
vital for the safety of people within our CBD, and it is
vital for the safety of people travelling from the south
of Shepparton to the north of Shepparton. We want to
see the investment in that road to make our city a safer
place and to make our roads safer places.
We need to see investment in country roads and bridges
to make the whole of country Victoria safer. Recently I
was travelling between Ararat and Warrnambool. I was
absolutely staggered to come across a section of the
Ararat–Lake Bolac road at about the Willaura turn-off
that was so badly potholed that it had been reduced to a
40-kilometres-an-hour zone. There is a bridge in that
section, the Ross bridge I think it is called. It is
permanently 40 kilometres an hour because the road
surface on the bridge is just so bad. I know there are
many similar areas in my electorate as well. As I said, I
will continue to advocate for my electorate, but I will
also continue to advocate for all country Victorians to
have a safe road network.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — It is with pleasure
that I rise today to speak in support of Mr Morris’s
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motion condemning the Andrews Labor government
for neglecting Victoria’s regional road network and
scrapping the coalition’s successful $160 million
country roads and bridges program. Councils within my
electorate are devastated by the decision to cut the
$160 million country roads and bridges program, which
provides councils with $1 million each year to fund
road and bridge infrastructure and maintenance
projects. That is $1 million for each rural council across
Victoria. During my travels throughout Eastern Victoria
Region meeting with the mayors and local stakeholders,
one opinion resonated: the country roads and bridges
program was invaluable for the councils and people of
regional Victoria.
Regional roads are vital for industry, families and this
state’s prosperity. Maintaining local roads is one of the
largest costs faced by local government. Councils in my
electorate have voiced their frustration to me over
Labor’s decision to cut this important and successful
funding program. The program funded much-needed
support for basic road maintenance, including pothole
repairs, resealing, bridge maintenance and
replacements, as well as other important repairs. With
thousands of kilometres of roads and few ratepayers in
some shires, these basic maintenance duties impose a
great burden on local councils. The South Gippsland
shire alone has over 2000 kilometres of roads.
Eastern Victoria’s roads are a lifeline for the tourism
industry in our area. We have beautiful national parks at
Wilsons Promontory, Cape Conran and Mallacoota,
and they need a good road network so that tourists can
access these beautiful areas. The dairy, mining and
timber industries also require adequate transport to
move their freight around. Whilst in government the
Liberal-Nationals coalition ensured that money was
provided to assist councils with this burden and to make
Gippsland roads safer. Funding provided by the country
roads and bridges program included, but was not
limited to, the following projects: the rehabilitation of
Station Street in Korumburra; the shoulder
improvements on the Rosedale-Flynns Creek Road and
the Boisdale-Newry Road; the Yarram-Morwell Road
reconstruction, which I saw a few days ago; the
Brewery Road floodway reconstruction in Alberton;
and the Lyons Bridge replacement at Woodside.
I could go on all day listing the great projects that
councils have been able to fund through this program.
By improving roads across Gippsland we are improving
lives and saving lives. Works on the Goads Road bridge
replacement, which replaced a composite bridge with a
new concrete bridge, allowed for safer travel for heavy
load trucks and new avenues of transport for goods of
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larger size, which meant that transporting our valuable
resources was not a problem.

funding for the horrendous Myamyn-Macarthur Road
and the Woolsthorpe-Heywood Road.

In Eastern Victoria Region we are lucky enough to
have a good transport spine that runs from east to west.
However, capacity on this spine is already stretched.
There is overcrowding on trains in Gippsland, and, as
always with public transport, there are unforeseeable
delays, resulting in reliability issues, which makes
roads more and more important.

Quality road infrastructure leads to reduced transport
costs, which is a direct way of improving the domestic
and international competitiveness of both Gippsland
and western Victorian industries, as well as
underpinning job security and new investments.

We heard today that Labor this year released its
Stronger Country Bridges program. I think this is a
misnomer. We also heard during question time that as
part of its bridge construction program the Labor
government is supporting rail corridors. Rail corridors
are important, but we should call them metropolitan
road improvements rather than bridge improvements.
They should not be included in the Stronger Country
Bridges program.
The Premier announced the Stronger Country Bridges
program in Traralgon, but only 1 out of the 48 bridges
funded in Victoria is in Gippsland. Gippsland takes up
approximately 18 per cent of the area of Victoria.
Doing the maths on that, it would be fair to say that
Gippsland should have approximately nine bridges
upgraded, but it has only one bridge being updated,
which is near Tyers. We are grateful for that, but we
need to see more. Across Gippsland there are about
700 heavy vehicle bridges, so 1 out of 700 is certainly
not a good percentage.
The issue of the condition of roads is not unique to
Eastern Victoria Region or Gippsland — it spreads
throughout our regions. The country roads and bridges
program allowed regional councils to fix their road
problems. The Nationals candidate for Polwarth,
Mr David O’Brien, has been a strong advocate for
improving the quality of road infrastructure in that
region, including in and around Colac, Camperdown,
Mortlake, Skipton and Simpson. Roads are vital for
three important industries in western Victoria: dairying,
timber and wind energy. David also points out that not
only was the country roads and bridges program
strongly supported by rural shires, it was also
welcomed by the Municipal Association of Victoria,
the RACV and the Victorian Farmers Federation, and it
ought to be reinstated.
Liberal candidates Richard Riordan and Roma Britnell
are strong advocates for the country roads and bridges
program, as is The Nationals candidate for the
Assembly seat of South-West Coast, Michael Neoh,
who has urged the Andrew’s government to provide

David O’Brien identifies that a substantial proportion of
the roads in western Victoria have deteriorated to a
hazardous state due to a lack of maintenance spending
and recent flood events. The high volume of heavy
trucks travelling on these roads has also caused damage
in particular to Foxhow Road north of Camperdown
and Ayres Road. Mr O’Brien is passionate about fixing
this road problem.
In Eastern Victoria Region the federal government is
responsible for maintenance of the Princes Highway.
The previous coalition government funded 20 per cent
of the Princes Highway infrastructure upgrade between
Traralgon and Sale in the state budget, and the federal
government designated 80 per cent from its budget for
this dual-lane upgrade. That is being undertaken at the
moment; however, as I travel from Sale to the border I
have seen a number of highway sections with signs
designating a reduction to 80 kilometres per hour. The
state government is responsible for those roads from
Sale to the border, and it is an atrocious mistake and a
lack of consideration that, rather than fix the roads, the
government is putting up signs that tell drivers to just
slow down. The Princes Highway is the main
thoroughfare and drivers are being told to just slow
down. I have seen those signs in and around Orbost and
Cann River.
As I have said, this is a thoroughfare for our tourism
industry, and slowing motorists down on this major
arterial road is just a tragedy. Without this program the
burden that is now placed upon our local councils is
worrying. I do not want to see road accidents occur
because of potholes, dangerous shoulders and other
issues where the road has just deteriorated. I would like
to see the towns within my electorate prosper, but in
order to achieve this they need decent infrastructure,
including roads. With better roads come more job
opportunities and increased business opportunities due
to easier access to markets. Unfortunately, with the
current city-centric policy set forth for our roads, it is
the regions that are again being forgotten. We are left to
scramble and scrap for crumbs under the Labor
government’s table. I endorse Mr Morris’s motion, note
that we are hurting in the country, and the lack of road
infrastructure presents considerable risks to our health
and wellbeing.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to speak on Mr Morris’s very important
motion, which talks about roads and bridges in regional
Victoria. I start by saying that the focus on our regions
by this government has been sadly lacking. In fact
around the regions I have travelled people call the
Daniel Andrews Labor government the government of
Melbourne and not the government of rural and
regional Victoria. I have travelled far and wide across
this state to places like Ballarat, Colac, Warrnambool
and the Assembly seats of South-West Coast and
Polwarth. Everywhere that I have travelled, people say,
‘Does Daniel Andrews even know that we exist?’.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — The minister for neglect of
small business asks this house, by way of interjection,
who I am, but the real question to the minister is: who
are you? The minister who lacks facts, lacks details and
shows a lack of care for the struggles that small
businesses and their families face interjects by asking,
‘Who are you?’. I tell you what, the way to make a
small business in Victoria is to give Philip Dalidakis a
big one. That is how you do it in Victoria.
As we run toward question time, I say that Mr Morris is
right in acknowledging that this house condemns the
Andrews Labor government and the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety for neglecting Victoria’s regional road
network. I know that Mr Morris, Mr Ramsay and many
of our other regional members and city-based members
who have travelled these roads far and wide have seen
continual neglect by this government. This is a
government that scrapped the $160 million country
roads and bridges program that serviced and supported
regional Victoria. The neglect of regional Victoria by
Daniel Andrews is abhorrent.
The motion also notes that two of Victoria’s most
important and dangerous regional roads, both in
south-west Victoria, have not had adequate support
from this government. Despite continual asking for
assistance by Mr Morris, Mr Ramsay and others, the
government continues to ignore those two key
Victorian roads, and why? It is because Daniel
Andrews has demonstrated since day one that he does
not care about regional Victoria and does not have
regard for the regions, because the coalition
government — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you,
Mr Ondarchie.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Disability services
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Minister for
Families and Children, Ms Mikakos, who is the
representative in this house of the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. I note that the Department of
Health and Human Services annual report tabled in
Parliament last sitting week did not report on the
financial return to the state government from the Kew
Cottages development project, despite the
Ombudsman’s recommendation in 2010 that the
department should do so. Families of residents of the
original Kew Cottages were promised that returns from
the sale of land for redevelopment would be reinvested
into services for people with disabilities, including
medical and recreational facilities. Yet this is yet to
materialise.
Therefore can the minister inform the house what has
been the net financial return to the state government to
date from the sale of public land surrounding Kew
Cottages and what percentage of the financial return
has been made available to services for people with
intellectual disabilities?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. It
should come as no surprise to the member that the
significant reason there is no final sales figure available
as yet for the Kew Cottages is the long and drawn-out
mess left to us by the infamous former planning
minister and now Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, Matthew Guy. So it falls again to the government
to — —
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, just as a
matter of fact, I think there is a risk that the member
may be misleading the house.
The PRESIDENT — Order! A point of order is not
an opportunity to raise a matter of fact, as Mr Davis
well knows. If he persists in putting a matter of fact,
then I will insist on him going out for a cup of tea. If he
has a point of order, that is fine. The minister has just
commenced the answer. Whilst the member might not
like the answer, there are other forums of the house for
him to debate those matters. Points of order are not an
opportunity to try to dispute the information that has
been put before the house.
Ms MIKAKOS — The point that I was making is
that we have been left a mess by the previous
government, and the previous planning minister in
particular. It has fallen to the Andrews Labor
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government to fix this mess and ensure that people with
disabilities benefit from the closure of this institution,
as was intended.
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Taxi and hire car industry

On 7 September 2015 the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal approved a permit to construct
a 26-apartment multilevel residential building with
basement car parking. At this hearing, as part of a
separate application, the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal also approved a second
application, which was an amendment to the
development plan which included a reduction in the
public open space from 30 per cent to 29 per cent. A
final sales figure for the project is yet to be calculated
for this reason. However, the government will seek to
ensure that the normal processes of government address
the need to fix the mess that Matthew Guy left us.

Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the minister representing the Minister for Public
Transport. UberX is a taxi service. UberX is operating
without a taxi licence and is therefore operating
illegally. There have been numerous reviews and
reports prepared on how to improve the taxi industry,
and I was unable to find any report that suggested the
best way was to remove all regulations and allow a
business like UberX to take over. The taxi industry is
well regulated for good reason, owners and drivers are
screened for good reason and cameras are in taxis for
good reason. My question is: will the minister put a
stop to UberX before someone gets seriously hurt or
killed?

As Victoria begins to roll out the national disability
insurance scheme with the expansion of disability
services — a more than doubling of government
investment — the impact of any sale of the former
institution could well contribute to the support of more
community-based facilities, and it is the government’s
every intention for that to occur.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Purcell for his question. This is a very
important public policy consideration, not only in
Victoria but across the nation and indeed across the
world, in relation to what should be the appropriate
form of regulation within the taxi industry and for
passenger services more generally.

Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for her answer,
which was a little bit hard to hear. Families and
members of the Kew Cottages Coalition have, as the
minister knows, been long anticipating a restoration of
the medical and recreational facilities for people with
disabilities. I appreciate that there is a history and there
are Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
decisions being made, but I ask: what commitment can
the government give in regard to ensuring that funding
that is supposed to be made available to disability
services through the Kew Cottages redevelopment will
not be spent elsewhere?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her supplementary
question. I know she was struggling to hear the answer
with all the interjections going on. As I indicated to the
house, we have significant changes underway with the
rollout of the national disability insurance scheme, and
a significant expansion of disability services will be
occurring as part of that — a more than doubling of
government investment — so the impact of any sale of
Kew Cottages could well contribute to the support of
more community-based facilities. As I said to the
member, it is the government’s every intention that that
will in fact occur.
Ordered that answers be considered next day on
motion of Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan).

The member would obviously be aware, because of his
concerns, that there are currently proceedings in
Victorian courts and national courts in relation to the
circumstances by which UberX may have operated in
this jurisdiction. The courts will make some
determinations in the near future which will provide us
with some guidance about the way we should provide
for the appropriate degree of regulation and the
consistency of quality assurance that applies across the
taxi industry and passenger services in a broader
context.
He is absolutely on the money that this is an important
area of public policy. It is being tested in the courts. It is
also being assessed through a ministerial forum in
Victoria. My colleague the Minister for Public
Transport is convening a ministerial forum to bring
together representatives of the taxi industry and other
relevant stakeholders and give them an opportunity to
discuss the appropriate regulatory regime to create a
level playing field between the taxi industry and any
other passenger service, to ensure that we provide for
safety and quality assurance, and to ensure in terms of
the cost structures and the onerous nature of providing
the services that equity is brought into the regulatory
environment.
That work is currently being undertaken by my
ministerial colleague. She will be mindful of the
outcome of the court cases. She will be respectful of
where the ministerial forum leads in its conclusion. I
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am certain that within the months ahead she will
provide advice to the government, and indeed we will
provide advice to the Parliament, about the way we
seek to respond to these issues.
Supplementary question
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his response. I understand he suggested
there will be some in the upcoming months. Six weeks
ago the Premier said that this service, the UberX
service, was not okay. He told the ABC:
Clearly, we can’t have a situation where people are
purchasing a service where there’s not proper regulation,
insurance, accreditation, simple things like complaints
processes, lost property, security.

Considering the Premier’s statement, my question is:
how soon can we expect some protection for the taxi
industry and the drivers and passengers using UberX?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Mr Purcell is quite right that the Victorian government
has provided some clarity that UberX is in fact illegal,
but we have to understand that Uber Black provides a
licensed and regulated service, so even within the
auspices of what Uber does there are different aspects
of the service it provides, so we have to acknowledge
that. That is one issue.
In my substantive answer I said that our approach, in
terms of the legislative or regulatory environment, will
need to be mindful of the court proceedings that are on
foot. The quality, the depth and the timing of our work
will ultimately reflect upon the sequence from that
determination in the courts. As soon as possible
thereafter a regulatory environment will be
recommended by my colleague.

National assessment program — literacy and
numeracy
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Training and Skills in his
capacity as representing the Minister for Education. It
relates to the management, delivery and
implementation of the national assessment program —
literacy and numeracy (NAPLAN) in Victoria.
Contract CR32837 on the Department of Treasury and
Finance website lists NCS Pearson as supplier of a
range of services to the department with regard to
NAPLAN, including data capture and marking. Pearson
also sells teaching resources related to NAPLAN. Can
the minister advise whether NCS Pearson is the sole
supplier in Victoria of the 11 NAPLAN services listed
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on the Department of Treasury and Finance website
under its contract?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I cannot, but I shall look into NCS Pearson.
What I can say is that in terms of NAPLAN there is an
agreement between the commonwealth and every state
for financial contributions to the Australian Curriculum,
Assessment and Reporting Authority (ACARA) to
basically design and administer the annual NAPLAN
tests. That has been going on for some time. The latest
agreement and memorandum of understanding was in
2013.
In each state there is a test administration authority, I
think it is called. In Victoria it is the Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority (VCAA). Other
states have different arrangements. In New South
Wales it was the department, but I understand it is now
the Board of Studies, Teaching and Educational
Standards NSW. They are basically contracted to run
the NAPLAN — to design it, to administer it — and
from 2017 to administer an online NAPLAN test rather
than a paper one. I can advise that. I cannot advise
details of NCS Pearson and whether there is a
relationship there with ACARA, but I will get back to
the member on that one.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
the DTF website it says NCS Pearson is contracted to
the department of education with a $7 million-plus
contract. Under the contract NCS Pearson supplies
services including web-based test administration,
production of guides, data capture, online marking and
editing of test books, marking of objective test items
and distribution of reporting packages to schools.
Clearly it has access to a great deal of information.
Pearson’s website lists a range of commercial products
as ‘Effective teaching resources’ under the heading
‘NAPLAN preparation’. Can the minister advise
whether any of these commercial products have been
purchased by Victorian public schools?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I shall take that on. As I say, I am familiar
with the contractual arrangements through ACARA and
I know that the VCAA has some other work contracted
out with ACARA — for instance, the national
curriculum work; I think the language component is
still an active part of that contractual arrangement —
and it does things such as contract it to look at work
sampling and that sort of thing. But with regard to
NCS Pearson, I shall get back to the member on that
one.
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Public holidays

Supplementary question

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. The minister’s regulatory impact
statement committed to evaluating the impact of new
public holidays. Can the minister outline who will
undertake the evaluation and what form it will take?

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
President, in your consideration of answers, in relation
to my clear question about who will undertake the
evaluation and what form it will take, which was not in
the slightest way actually responded to by the minister,
it may be that the minister will be requested to provide
that in writing. Given some general statements in
relation to the evaluation, I do seek further information
about the evaluation from the minister, and I would
appreciate his input on when that evaluation might be
concluded, whether public submissions will be allowed
and will those findings be publicly released.

Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question. The regulatory impact statement will no doubt
be followed. It is important to note that a former leader
of the Liberal Party in the other place, Robert Doyle,
said that he thought that the crowd at the grand final
parade was the biggest ever, with over 150 000 people
attending. When we look at evaluations, there is no
more authoritative person than a former leader of the
state Liberal Party, who said that it was the biggest
crowd ever. One of the best things about the grand final
public holiday was that this government kept its
election promise. That is what we will do: each and
every time we stand up, we commit to implementing
our election promises.
In relation to Grand Final Friday, it was not just a
former leader of the state Liberal Party, Robert Doyle,
who thought it was the best grand final parade ever,
with 150 000 people attending — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question was
quite specific and did not ask for cheerleaders on what
happened. It asked what the formal evaluation process
is. Whilst I accept the minister has been providing some
context, I think it would be appropriate for him to move
to the specific question.
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I said in the lead-up to
Grand Final Friday, which had the best-attended parade
ever, I had personally already assured a range of
chambers of commerce around Victoria — particularly
ones I had met in Geelong and Ballarat — the Ai Group
and the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce
and Industry that I would personally conduct
consultations either myself or via my office with them.
In terms of an evaluation process, the Premier has also
said on the public record that we will undertake an
evaluation process about it. In relation to the time
frames, this government will not be bound by what the
Liberal Party wants to do or play politics with. We will
undertake a review in the fullness of time and we will
ensure that that process includes an opportunity for all
of our stakeholders to participate.

Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President, can
I ask that you assess whether that was one question or
multiple questions?
Ms Wooldridge — On the point of order, President,
you have previously ruled that it is possible to ask a
general question and outline some detailed specific
questions that are sub-questions to an overarching
question. My supplementary question was very much
couched in that mechanism, which is asking for further
details in relation to the evaluation, on which there were
three points I requested. I ask you to rule that that is
consistent with your previous rulings and is a relevant
supplementary question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my understanding
that multipart questions are actually restricted to
secondary schools and universities. We do not do
multipart questions here. You only get one opportunity
to pose a question. In the context of the supplementary
and the substantive questions that have been posted for
Mr Dalidakis’s point of order, certainly the time frame
of the review was sought in the substantive question.
Ms Wooldridge, not being satisfied with that answer,
was asking, ‘Can you give me a bit more on that?’. I
would ask the minister on this occasion, in terms of a
response to the house now, to focus more on the public
submissions and a time frame in which those public
submissions in fact might be called.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question. As I said in the substantive answer, I
personally and my office will be undertaking the review
for and on behalf of the government, which deals very
directly with the question that was put to me, which
was: who will be undertaking the review? I very
specifically answered that question. In relation to the
question on the time frame, I said that I would be
undertaking the review in a timely manner, not
necessarily in keeping with the time frame of the
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request or the choosing of those opposite, who happen
to be in opposition and actually not running the
government agenda. Specifically, President, I can
assure you and I can assure the Parliament that that
review will be completed well before the beginning of
that public holiday next year.
Ordered that answers be considered next day on
motion of Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern
Metropolitan).

Grand Final Friday
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. A number of Victorian
employees — small, medium and large — as well as
government departments failed to recognise the 2015
grand final parade as a public holiday, instead giving
employees an informal day in lieu. According to the
minister’s latest advice, can he advise how many
Victorian businesses and local, state and federal
government departments based in Victoria took this
approach?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. In the many questions I was asked in the
lead-up to the Grand Final Friday holiday — which
contributed to the most successful grand final parade
ever, with 150 000 people in attendance — I made it
very clear that this government did not place any
trading restrictions on businesses whether they chose to
trade or not. In relation to provisions that an employer
has arranged with their employees, that is a matter for
them and not an issue of which I have any direct
responsibility over whatsoever.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
will ask a supplementary question, but I have not had
an answer to my substantive question yet. Lack of
consultation, lack of notice and protest of the public
holiday were some of the reasons given for offering the
informal day in lieu. Does the minister guarantee that
the evaluation of the grand final parade public holiday
that is due to take place, in his words, ‘in the fullness of
time’, in his office by himself, for the only answer that
he wants, will evaluate these issues?
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President, I
would argue very strongly that that supplementary
question bore no relation to the substantive question
whatsoever.
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Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order, President,
my question was actually a supplementary question; it
was not a point of order. The minister said he was
responding to my point of order. It was actually a
supplementary question.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, the
point of order raised by the minister should be
dismissed. The substantive question asked by
Mr Ondarchie was in relation to the implementation of
the government’s policy and the granting of days in
lieu, obviously at odds with the policy itself. His
supplementary question was about the evaluation. I
would have thought the two were directly linked and
therefore the minister’s point of order should be
dismissed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
Mr Ondarchie has given me the courtesy of looking at
both the substantive and supplementary questions, and I
am of the view that the supplementary question is
directly related to the substantive question.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — President, can I then ask the
member to re-ask that question for me?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I assume that the
judgement that it was a point of order rather than an
answer to the question was based on the fact that the
minister did not hear the question. Mr Ondarchie will
ask the supplementary question again.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — It
clearly is Back to the Future Day, is it not? Lack of
consultation, lack of notice and protest about the public
holiday were some of the reasons given for offering the
informal day in lieu. Does the minister guarantee that
the evaluation he said will be done in the fullness of
time by his office, in his office and responded to by his
office on the grand final parade public holiday will
evaluate these issues?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I always welcome questions
from the honourable member in relation to Grand Final
Friday, the most successful public holiday ever in the
state’s history, because the one thing I can guarantee is
that come 2018 those opposite are going to rip this
public holiday away from all Victorians across the
state. The people — —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
you have counselled the minister on the fact that this
question is clearly related to my substantive question —
it is a very narrow question that simply asks whether he
will take these matters into account when he does his
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so-called evaluation. It is a simple question, and I ask
you to bring him back to it.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President,
clearly the minister has been debating the question,
which is not answering the supplementary question as
asked.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich’s point of
order was a lot more focused than Mr Ondarchie’s
because indeed the issue was debating. I just make this
comment: I can understand in a response to a
substantive question that a minister might well wish to
provide some context to an answer, but when it comes
to a supplementary question, where there is only
1 minute for the response, then it is incumbent upon a
minister to really get to the point and to answer the
question rather than to tap-dance and try to provide
debate on that matter.
Mr Ondarchie’s supplementary question goes to the
issues he raised in the substantive question. It simply
said, ‘Will they be considered as part of the review?’. I
would have thought that was fairly easy to respond to,
and I do not think it invites debate on how wonderful
this event was and whether there might be a change of
policy with a change of government. The question is
relevant to the substantive question, and it deserves an
answer, as I said, particularly in the context where we
have supplementary questions with a very short time
frame for responses. Ministers ought to respect that in
getting to the point.
Mr DALIDAKIS — President, I thank you for your
ruling. In relation to the question at hand — very
carefully — we on this side of the chamber will not tell
businesses or people who participate in any feedback
we seek what they should or should not say, just as we
did not tell them whether they should or should not
open. We will allow people to provide us feedback on
whatever issue they believe pertains to the issue of the
public holidays in question, and I shall not stand up
here and tell businesses what they can and cannot
provide me as feedback.

Youth employment
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Youth Affairs. How many fewer
young Victorians are in full-time employment since
December 2014, when Ms Mikakos became the
Minister for Youth Affairs and Daniel Andrews became
the Premier?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) — I
thank the member for the question because it gives me
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an opportunity to outline to the house exactly how the
Andrews Labor government is working to address the
issue of unemployment and youth unemployment in
particular. I remind the member, who was not a
member at the time, that the previous government
oversaw an administration that slashed TAFE funding,
which the Minister for Training and Skills, Mr Herbert,
is addressing at the moment. It slashed education
funding, which the Deputy Premier is addressing at the
moment.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, the
minister is actually engaging in debate, and I suggest
that you bring her back into line.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Notwithstanding my
remarks about the 1-minute time frame that applies to
supplementary questions, I actually did say in that that I
can understand a minister providing context in the
longer form of the answer to a substantive question. In
that sense the minister is entitled to provide that context
now and is doing so. I would urge her not to overstep
the mark in terms of going into a great debate about
history, but context I accept.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President, and I
always appreciate your guidance. It is important to give
members context because we have come into office
needing to fix up the messes of the previous
government in so many areas. We have inherited an
environment where the previous government, despite
putting out a very glossy youth policy document that
referenced issues around education and training, and
employment, was simultaneously embarking upon a
massive wrecking exercise, destroying TAFE in our
state and destroying education in our state. This drove
up youth unemployment quite considerably.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I
think your ruling is being flouted. The minister is
engaging in fairly robust debate, not just providing
context. I ask that you bring her back to order.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, President, if I
heard correctly, Mr Morris’s question was ‘how many
fewer’, and by using the word ‘fewer’ he is inviting a
comparison, which is precisely what the minister is
providing.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is some
relevance to what Ms Shing indicated in that comment,
but it begs the question that Mr Morris has put, which
is: what are the numbers? That has not been addressed
as part of the answer to this point.
In terms of Mrs Peulich’s point of order, I must say that
I am becoming less comfortable with the minister’s
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answer as she returns to some of the narrative we
started out with a minute or so before. I would be more
comfortable if the minister moved to the actual question
rather than again traipsing back over history.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President, for your
guidance. I have 4 minutes available to me to provide
an answer to the house, and I am very keen to utilise the
time that I have available to me to give Mr Morris a bit
of a history lesson in terms of what occurred under the
coalition government, because obviously that has a
significant bearing on the economic circumstances as
well as the employment circumstances we inherited.
I advise the member that the average youth
unemployment rate in the 12 months to September
2015 was 14.9 per cent, but I remind the member
opposite that when the coalition came to office in
December 2010 youth employment was at 12.5 per cent
and that when the coalition left office it was at 18 per
cent. When the coalition left office in December 2014
the youth unemployment rate had increased
significantly to 18 per cent. These are the circumstances
in which we have inherited a situation where the
previous government was embarking upon a range of
policies that were driving up youth unemployment in
our state.
What we have been doing in response is that we have
introduced the $100 million Back to Work plan, which
includes the Regional Jobs Fund and the Back to Work
scheme, and that plan provides payments to employers,
including for the hiring of unemployed youth. We have
created the $508 million Premier’s Jobs and Investment
Fund, which will draw upon the expertise of economic
and industry leaders. We have created the $50 million
TAFE Back to Work plan. The Minister for Training
and Skills, Mr Herbert, has been responsible for a
significant rescue of our TAFE system, with a massive
investment of $320 million for the TAFE Rescue Fund,
$32 million for local learning and employment
networks and $12 million for the establishment of
technical schools. We as a government have a range of
measures in the budget to address the mess that was left
to us by the coalition government.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that response, but unfortunately we did not
receive the number we were looking for. Can the
minister detail to the house her target as Minister for
Youth Affairs for how many of the new
100 000 full-time jobs Daniel Andrews promised by
December 2016 are for young Victorians?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) — I
point out to the member, who clearly does not
understand issues around ministerial responsibilities,
that I am not the Minister for Employment. I am the
Minister for Youth Affairs, and as the Minister for
Youth Affairs — —
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President, I
put to you that we have a consistent response from
ministers present saying they are not responsible for
things and trying to avoid answering questions. The
Office for Youth clearly outlines that the Minister for
Youth Affairs and the Office for Youth are responsible
for the economic participation of young people, and the
minister in her main answer outlined a list of programs
that both her department and the government are
implementing, so I ask you to bring the minister back to
answering the question, for which she clearly has
responsibility.
Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, President,
very clearly the supplementary question dealt with the
Back to Work plan of 100 000 jobs, which is absolutely
not in the purview of the minister in question. We on
this side cannot help if the questions are not directed to
the appropriate minister or representing minister.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to mention that members should refer to other members
appropriately in this place. I noticed in the previous
debate I was listening to that there were some
references to what a good job Joshua had done, and that
was not an appropriate reference, notwithstanding that
people might know him very well. The reality is that in
terms of references in this place he should have been
called Mr Morris.
In terms of the interjection made by Mr Ondarchie, I
am also not comfortable with the suggestion that the
minister, being referred to by her first name, ought to be
doing anything at all. We refer to ministers by their
surname or their title.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President,
standing order 8.01(1)(a) addresses the issue of whether
or not a matter is to be responded to by a minister, by
simply saying:
(1) Questions may be put to —
(a) ministers of the Crown relating to public affairs for
which the minister is directly connected, or has
responsibility when representing a minister from
the Assembly, or to any matter of administration
for which the minister is responsible …
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It is not just direct responsibility; it is also a connection.
Therefore the point of order raised by Ms Wooldridge
should be upheld.

cabinet when the submission appointing his wife, Liza
McDonald, to one of Victoria’s water boards was
considered?

The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich is batting
well today. I accept the point she made in her point of
order. It does get to the nub of the issue, and I concur. I
indicate that the minister has not yet finished her
answer, so it is quite possible that she will move to
respond directly to that question anyway,
notwithstanding that she has made the point that she is
not directly responsible for the overarching program
that is designed to deliver 100 000 jobs.

Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the member for her question.
Ms McDonald is indeed my wife, and she is a very
capable person with huge qualifications. There was an
independent evaluation in regard to cabinet. I can
advise that, in regard to all cabinet processes, I
complied with them 100 per cent.

I would have an expectation that the minister in her
portfolio would have some hope or expectation of what
that program might mean for youth unemployment. As
Ms Wooldridge said in her point of order, the minister
in her substantive answer enunciated quite a number of
programs that were designed for youth unemployment.
The minister has gone into that territory, and therefore
the question is appropriate and the minister ought to be
in a position to respond to it, in the context of the
standing order raised by Mrs Peulich, which I agree
with.

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The minister has not answered yes or no. The question
goes not to the merit of the appointment, which I am
not questioning. It is simply his obligation as a minister
to declare a conflict of interest and to step out of the
room, as has been the practice — I know that as a
Cabinet Secretary in the past. Given his answer, I
assume that the minister did not step out of the cabinet
office. Given that more than 20 Labor Party figures and
members were appointed to water boards, is the
minister aware of any state government minister
actually stepping out of the room when these board
submissions were considered?

But the minister has not yet finished her answer and
does have that opportunity. I accept that her indication
to the house that she is not responsible for the overall
program is a fair response in that sense. In asking this
minister the question we are really going to her
expectation of how many jobs for the youth sector
might be achieved under that program, and she may
well have formed a view on that in terms of her
ministerial responsibility for youth.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President, for your
guidance to the house on these matters. Just so we are
clear on this, obviously I as Minister for Youth Affairs
work with all my relevant colleagues around issues that
relate to young people, and youth unemployment is but
one of those issues. Across government we have a
range of programs, which I have outlined to the house
already, designed to address the issue of youth
unemployment. They are not programs that sit under
my direct portfolio responsibility, but they sit with other
appropriate and relevant ministers. We have a clear
target, as a government, which we took the election and
which is well understood, of 100 000 jobs over the two
years.

Water board appointment
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is directed to the Minister for Training and
Skills. I ask: did the minister remove himself from

Supplementary question

The PRESIDENT — Order! This does canvass
much broader territory in terms of the supplementary
question that has been put. The concern that I have in
terms of assessing this matter is that the minister said
that he had complied with the appropriate practices or
protocols of cabinet. The supplementary question, to
me, does not go specifically to the individuals in that
broad canvass. The question essentially, distilled, is
whether or not the practice or protocol of cabinet is for
members to exempt themselves from matters where
they have some potential conflict — it might not be a
real conflict; it is a matter of being seen to be above and
beyond. I accept the supplementary question in that
context rather than exploring affiliations directly — as
more what that protocol is.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I thank the member for her supplementary
question. I should not have assumed that you knew the
protocols. Yes, the Andrews government is incredibly
committed to appropriate protocols, and if there are any
conflicts of interest, we will always declare them. In
this case, the protocol is that of course I exempted
myself; I did, and every cabinet member would.
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TAFE board membership
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Training
and Skills. I refer the minister to comments made by the
Auditor-General last year when he acknowledged the
coalition government’s efforts to:
… improve aspects of accountability and oversight
framework —

of TAFEs, including —
… removing chief executive officers from TAFE institute
boards in 2013 to clarify the relationship between governance
and management and reduce the potential for conflicts of
interest …

I therefore ask: why did the minister ignore the
Victorian Auditor-General’s advice and instead agree to
union demands to reintroduce staff, students and CEOs
back onto Victoria’s TAFE boards?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I am happy to answer it, but there is a bill in
the other chamber. I am not sure — perhaps I could
seek your advice, President, on protocol. I believe it
was introduced yesterday.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The view of this house
is that what happens over there we could not care less
about! Essentially Mr Herbert seeks my guidance on
whether anticipation applies in terms of the question
that has been put when a bill has been introduced to the
other house. At this point the anticipation rule would
not apply in this instance.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President,
while that may be the view of the house, it may well be
the view of the government that it is not common
practice for the government, except in certain
circumstances, to release details of legislation that may
be first read but not second read in the Legislative
Assembly. Indeed yesterday I actually acknowledged in
the breach that I did on the adjournment respond to an
issue that had been raised by a member in this chamber
about the content of a bill because the issue that was
raised by that member was dealt with in the legislation
that was introduced in the Assembly. I chose to do that
on the basis of what I thought was a reasonable
response to a question but not because of an obligation
for me to do so. I just remind the chamber that it has
been a convention of many governments not to release
information between the first and second readings.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I accept that. I do not
have any conflict with that position, but I simply point
out that the question can stand on its own merit. I think
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in this case the question does stand on its own merit,
irrespective of what might be contained there.
Obviously the minister has an opportunity to answer in
an appropriate way based on his knowledge also of
what might be coming down the track.
Mr HERBERT — I thank the member for his
question, and I look forward to a fulsome debate when
the bill comes into this chamber. The question relates to
a direct election commitment, which I understand was
made by the Premier at the Victorian TAFE
Association’s annual general meeting. It was a very
clear and straightforward election commitment. It has
nothing to do with unions. In fact what it has to do with
is the measures taken by the previous government,
which we opposed in opposition, where it sacked chairs
and nobbled CEOs who spoke out against its draconian
funding cuts.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, the
minister is debating the question now, and I ask that
you draw him back to his answer.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, President, the
question was posed in such a blatantly provocative way
that it is open to the minister to respond to that question
as asked.
Mrs Peulich — Further on the point of order,
President, quoting the assessments and an
Auditor-General’s report could not be construed as
being provocative.
Ms Shing — Further on the point of order,
President, there was reference to acceding to ‘union
demands’ in that question, and on that basis it is
perfectly open to the minister to respond to that in
providing the answer to the substantive question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I agree with Ms Shing
that, with the question being posed as the government
having acceded to union demands, indeed the minister’s
response is apposite to that part of the question. A
member might want certain parts of their question
answered and certain parts of their preamble for other
purposes, but once those parts are put in, the minister
has the option of answering any part of that question the
minister wants to answer. I am not in a position to
direct a minister how to answer the question. If the
words are there and the minister is responding to words
that have been posed in the question, that is where we
are at. The minister is doing so.
Mr HERBERT — As I was saying, I am looking
forward to a fulsome debate. We have a viewpoint on
this side of the chamber that those who are directly
involved in the education of so many young people —

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
3938

COUNCIL

those who are the students and those who are the
teachers — should have a say in the provision of that
education. It is a very simple premise. It is a premise
that is based on and rooted in democracy. It is a premise
that occurs in so many fine institutions around the
world.
We rejected the way the measures were taken by the
previous government. It is not about kowtowing to
unions or whatever Mr Dalla-Riva said in his question.
Quite frankly, what we saw in TAFE was 3000 staff
sacked out of TAFEs, morale absolutely rock bottom,
student satisfaction rock bottom and employer
satisfaction rock bottom. We need to change that, and
we need to change the governance arrangements to
effect that change.
Supplementary question
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his response. Given that the
minister’s decision is to reintroduce chief executive
officers back onto the boards of TAFEs — and it flies
in the face of the advice from the Auditor-General —
what will the minister do to guarantee that there will be
no conflict of interest, particularly in relation to the
remuneration and performance management of CEOs,
in Victoria’s TAFE boards?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I will take that as a question in the committee
stage. We are quite clear. The second-reading speech,
when Mr Dalla-Riva gets a chance to read it, provides
absolute clarity about the probity arrangements, about
government arrangements, about governance
arrangements and about training that will occur in our
institutions that did not occur under the previous
government.

Vocational education and training
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Training and Skills, and I ask: will
the minister detail how many students are currently
enrolled in and studying barista-related courses in
Victoria?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — It is like giving me a smorgasbord to talk
about. It is fabulous. I absolutely love this question
time. But what can we say? Barista courses are among
several thousand courses which are offered in Victoria.
They are courses that ballooned out under the previous
government’s administration — them and many
more — where we have seen tens of thousands of
people trained, or pseudo-trained, by poor-quality
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providers because there was a lack of oversight, and
given training that either did not exist or was of poor
quality and never led to a job.
In regard to that issue, that is one of the issues that has
been canvassed and will be covered in the Mackenzie
report and in the government’s full response to that
report. On the numbers, I am happy to provide those
numbers. I will do a check on the latest numbers, both
now and in previous years.
Supplementary question
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I ask the
minister: do barista students undertake work experience
as a part of the course? If so, have any barista students
undertaken work experience in the minister’s
ministerial office, utilising his new coffee machine and
milk frother?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I reject the premise there. In fact there is no
new coffee machine. The coffee machine was installed
there by the previous government, as was the contract
for the coffee pods, which I am now lumbered with. I
am now lumbered with that contract. I would not spend
money on buying a new one, but it is not much of a
coffee machine, let me tell you, that the previous
administration put in. And no, we do not have anyone
learning how to be a barista in there, quite frankly.
If the member wants me to be serious, I can say that in
terms of the issue of my ministerial expenses, they are
in line with most other ministerial expenses. They are
about half what the now Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, Matthew Guy’s, were when he was planning
minister in terms of destroying planning in this state —
about half — and I am trying to save TAFEs.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, that
is really crossing the boundaries of debating. It is
another portfolio, another minister and — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Again Mrs Peulich is
right, but the nature of the supplementary question was
one that actually antagonised in a way that frankly the
minister could have said anything and I would have had
difficulty in containing it.
Mr HERBERT — On the issue Mr Finn raises, the
opposition thinks I am the Kim Kardashian of Victorian
politics — have a look at me! — but I say to Mr Finn
that if I am the Kim Kardashian of Victorian politics,
Matthew Guy is the Donald Trump.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s supplementary question to
Ms Mikakos relating to the direction of funding from
the sale of Kew Cottages properties to services, I would
ask for a written response that clarifies that. My
understanding of government would be that capital
funds would normally be returned to another capital
purpose rather than to service programs.
I think that is the point Dr Carling-Jenkins was seeking
information on — that is, whether it is going into
programs or some other capital fund for disability
services or whatever. The minister indicated that
obviously there are a number of layers to this,
particularly with the national disability insurance
scheme starting and so forth, so it is not necessarily a
clear-cut matter. However, I ask the minister to clarify
whether we are talking about capital funds being
directed back into services or capital going somewhere
else for other capital purposes. The minister has two
days on that one.
Ms Pennicuik asked substantive and supplementary
questions of Mr Herbert in regard to national
assessment program — literacy and numeracy
(NAPLAN) services and the contractual arrangements
with NCS Pearson. By way of the substantive question
she asked whether it provided all of the services that
were listed on the website regarding NAPLAN. In
respect of the supplementary question, she asked
whether there were other commercial products or extra
products bought by the Victorian government as part of
those services from NCS Pearson. I ask the minister for
a written response to both the substantive and
supplementary questions in two days.
Mr Finn’s substantive question was on the number of
baristas. Mr Herbert has indicated that he is prepared to
provide some numbers on the people doing that
particular course. That would be one day.
The nub of Mr Dalla-Riva’s question that I seek a
response on is why the government has not adopted the
Auditor-General’s recommendation in terms of the
construct of the boards. The minister may well make
reference to the legislation that is coming through.
However, the nub of that question was not what the
previous government did or did not do but that the
Auditor-General has made some recommendations and
the government seems to be at variance with those
recommendations. That is the nub of the question on
which I seek a written response.
I indicate one other thing in terms of first readings in
the other place. I am not suggesting this would happen,
but we could have a situation. One of the reasons this
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house acts independently of the affairs of the other
house is because it would be possible, for instance, for a
government to first read a whole string of bills that
would never actually proceed to a second reading but if
we were to take the premise that something might be
coming, it could prevent a line of questioning on many
areas. That is one of the reasons anticipation is perhaps
more narrowly defined today than it may have been in
the past, and I think appropriately.
Mr Morris asked a question of Ms Mikakos about the
number of unemployed young people and the number
of youth who might be expected to gain jobs under the
overarching $100 000 program. The opposition
interjected a number of times about what the actual
number was, and I note that the minister did not provide
a number as such. However, in the minister’s defence,
it is my experience that every time we refer to
unemployment it is expressed in percentage terms, and
the minister did provide percentages. When the media
covers it, it is always about the unemployment rate
being 6.5 per cent or whatever. It is always expressed in
percentage terms, and I think the minister’s answer was
fair in that sense.
In terms of the substantive question, if it is possible to
equate that percentage with a number of young people,
I would appreciate that, but it is not something I think
the minister was ducking the question on. I think her
response was fair, but I would ask if it is possible for
her to provide that number and also to perhaps indicate,
as was sought by way of the supplementary question,
whether there is an expectation of her department about
the number of young people who might be able to gain
jobs through the overarching program. I do that in the
context of the expectation of her department, not her
direct responsibility for the program.
In terms of Mr Ondarchie’s question to Mr Dalidakis
about a number of issues that might have influenced the
way some employers treated their employees, I ask that
Mr Dalidakis respond to the supplementary question,
which was whether the issues that Mr Ondarchie raised
will be considered as part of Mr Dalidakis’s review. It
is the issues, not what the employers could themselves
do. Members are right; they run their own businesses. It
is about whether those issues will be taken into account
as some of the things that are teased out in the review.
In respect of that review and Ms Wooldridge’s question
to Mr Dalidakis, I think we have elicited the fact that
the minister’s department is to undertake the evaluation,
but I would ask the minister if he might clarify that by
way of a written response to indicate what form the
evaluation will take, including a time frame and
whether public submissions will be taken as part of that
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review. In other words, the form of that review and a
time frame. I note that the minister did at one point say
it would be a timely review, but at another point he
used the quaint phrase ‘the fullness of time’. I think the
house should expect that we nail it down a little bit
more than that.
In respect of both Mr Dalidakis’s responses, for the
Mr Ondarchie question and the Ms Wooldridge
question, we are talking about one day. In respect of
Mr Morris’s question to Ms Mikakos, given that she
might need to have some dialogue with the minister
who is responsible for the overarching program, I
would make that two days. I think that has covered
them all. Essentially they are supplementary questions.
In Ms Wooldridge’s case both the substantive and
supplementary questions were rolled into one in terms
of the matters sought.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, President, in
regard to some of the commentary on unemployment
rates, I think it is important to compare apples with
apples and oranges with oranges. We have a raw
number that the government has committed to in
100 000, yet the response that we have received was
with regard to an unemployment rate. It is important
that the specific question related to a number that can
be compared to the election commitment from the
government rather than an unemployment rate, which
has not been referred to by the government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! A percentage of the
100 000 would look daft anyway, so I think we are
talking about the same thing. I accept what Mr Morris
is saying, but what I was indicating is that I do not think
the minister was being evasive in terms of talking about
unemployment, when she did express it in what is the
common measurement of unemployment and an
understood measurement of unemployment that all
governments use. That was a defence of the minister’s
response to the question, which I thought was
appropriate. But in respect of the number of young
people, as I said, I have asked: can we convert that to an
actual number? Certainly in terms of the 100 000, if it is
20 per cent of the jobs, then my maths says it is
20 000 people; if it is 18 per cent, my maths says it is
18 000. Either way, we are going to get the same result.
Sitting suspended 1.12 p.m. until 2.17 p.m.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question today is to the Minister for
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Emergency Services, and it is: why has the completed
Eltham fire station not yet been opened? This is an
important project. In 2012 the coalition government
announced $9.6 million for the land and a new fire
station to house a four-bay drive-through motor room,
accommodate up to six staff per shift and provide
meeting and training areas as well as space for storage,
staff amenities and support staff. The first sod was
turned in May 2014, and the government made a
commitment that the work would be completed by
March 2015. Burglaries delayed the project for a month
or two, but it is now seven months after it was meant to
be completed and opened, and it is not yet open. The
fact is that it has been finished for months. Why is it not
open? We need to improve the capacity of our local
Country Fire Authority to protect lives and properties.
Is it really true that the unions have stopped its
opening? When will it be open? This is not good
enough. The government needs to open the Eltham fire
station — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My constituency question is to the
Minister for Planning. I refer to the request by Mirvac
to change the planning permit for the Waverley Park
estate to remove the longstanding requirement that it
underground the existing high-tension powerlines at an
estimated cost of $30 million. Despite this being in the
Premier’s electorate, the government has failed to
resolve the issue and reassure local residents that
Mirvac will be required to deliver on its obligation. I
ask: will the minister provide an assurance that he will
hold Mirvac to the existing permit and require it to
underground the high-tension powerlines as local
residents require?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing.
Gippsland Carers Association improves the lives of
unpaid family carers and those for whom they care. The
association has had a part-time administration officer,
who was funded by the coalition government, to
improve its services. This position frees up a
carer-mentor to support local carers who look after their
loved ones for extended periods of time. So far Labor
has not reinstated this funding. The Gippsland Carers
Association is of the strong belief that this position is
vital in helping it further support local carers and
therefore reduce the strain on the public health system.
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Given that family carers save the state government over
$12 billion a year, will this government match the
previous government’s commitment of $100 000 over
four years to fund a part-time administration officer at
Gippsland Carers Association? We need to care for
our — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education, James Merlino. On Monday the minister
announced that as well as a TAFE and higher education
facility at the Lilydale TAFE site a tech school will also
be established there. Could the minister let me know
how this school will complement the whole education
precinct.

Northern Victoria Region
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Agriculture. More than once over
recent weeks I have been contacted by fishermen
raising concerns over illegal netting practices in Corio
Bay. One particular location which is often mentioned
is the Avalon boat ramp. Boats have been sighted with
no identifying numbers, no lights and having been
launched from cars that, for some reason, have no
number plates. The response from Fisheries Victoria
has not been satisfactory and suggests that those
handling complaints have little knowledge of the
activities taking place. So I ask: how many times this
year has Fisheries done compliance checks on
commercial fishermen by random selection and as the
result of a complaint?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Training and Skills.
Workplace learning coordinators (WLC) have been
available in each Local Learning and Employment
Network (LLEN) area in my electorate of Northern
Metropolitan Region, and they helped facilitate
workplace-based learning experiences for students.
Coordinators work with LLENs, secondary schools,
vocational education and training providers, the Learn
Local adult and community education sector and local
employers to coordinate work placements for
school-based apprenticeships and traineeships,
structured workplace learning and work experience.
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The WLC program is a valuable program that many
schools in the north have come to rely on, particularly
for students who may be vulnerable or struggling to
find suitable work placements and who may be
studying in vocational pathways. The WLC program
aligns closely to the work of the 31 LLENs across the
state, such as those in Hume and Whittlesea, but not all
of the LLENs currently deliver this program.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question today is for the Minister for
Public Transport and it concerns bus travel and bus
routes between La Trobe University and Reservoir
station. This government said it would honour all of its
election commitments, and it said it would improve the
bus services between Reservoir station and La Trobe
University, which is a very important university in my
electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region. A number
of international students catch the train to Reservoir
station and then get on the bus that the government said
it would improve. Here we are almost 12 months on
and we do not have an improved bus service. My
question on behalf of my constituents is: when will the
bus service be improved?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Energy and Resources and relates to the geothermal
energy bore in Portland. A great opportunity exists in
Portland, which Glenelg Shire Council recognises and
which the coalition recognised as well. That is why we
committed to match the $1.6 million of funding
committed by Glenelg shire to reopen the geothermal
bore in Portland. At the moment a significant energy
source is going to waste as this government sits on its
hands and refuses to fund a project that is an absolute
no-brainer. My question is: will the minister provide the
funding that is required to reopen Portland’s geothermal
energy bore?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, and it relates
to the increased camping fees charged for the Glenaire
camping ground. Glenaire, in the Assembly seat of
Polwarth, is a very popular tourist spot for campers but
sadly requires significant infrastructure investment for
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upgrades within the camping grounds. Constituents
have been saying, ‘We’re happy to pay the increase in
camping fees, but we’d also like to see a bit of return on
investment for those increasing fees in the infrastructure
at the camping ground’. My request of the minister is to
provide advice on when we can expect that
infrastructure investment.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Environment, Climate Change
and Water, and it regards the upcoming invitation-only
Murray-Darling Basin water summit that the minister is
attending in Tatura on 28 October. I have recently been
contacted by a number of constituents, who have
advised that they had approached the office of the
Assembly member for Shepparton to ask if they could
attend the summit. The constituents were advised the
summit is invitation only. I am also aware of a major
food producer who was not invited but has requested to
attend and address the meeting.
The future of all irrigators and food processors in the
entire Goulburn-Murray irrigation district is dependent
on the availability of an adequate and secure water
supply. The summit is to discuss scenarios for the
northern Victoria community resulting from the
sustainable diversion limit negotiations with the federal
government. All water users need to be involved in
these discussions and have the ability to put forward
their opinions. My question is: will the minister ensure
that the summit is open to all irrigators and food
producers, whose futures are dependent on an adequate
and secure water supply?
The practice of closed meetings is reminiscent of
former Premier John Brumby and former Minister for
Water Tim Holding, who used to sneak into Shepparton
and only meet with those who agreed with them on
water issues. Such as the expensive — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

REGIONAL AND RURAL ROADS
Debate resumed.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
continue my support of Mr Morris’s motion
condemning this government for its complete neglect of
rural Victoria. Melbourne Labor has not realised that
outside Melbourne’s jurisdiction there is a population
and there are residents and people who have needs. The
first thing it did was to cut the coalition’s $160 million
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country roads and bridges program, and it added to that
another 10 per cent cut to roads funding. I note that
Mr Morris’s motion condemns their neglect of
Victoria’s regional road network.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — If we are serious about
providing safe access and travel for Victorians, you
would think the government would walk the talk. In
fact it has done quite the opposite, because Melbourne
Labor — or as Ms Mikakos calls it, Daniel Andrews’s
Melbourne Labor — is just focused on the area of
Melbourne, Victoria, and not regional Victoria.
One of the things the government has suggested by way
of appeasing — it thinks — regional Victorians is to
offer up a miserly 3 per cent of the port of Melbourne
sale to regional Victoria. To regional Victoria, which
through agribusiness and product supplies so much
through the port of Melbourne, the government has said
by way of appeasement, ‘We will give you a huge 3 per
cent of the sale of the port of Melbourne’. At the very
least, that is an insult. Then again, when it comes to the
Daniel Andrews Melbourne Labor government, it
would say, ‘Not all is lost’, because it has put a lot of
focus under its regional roads and bridges program on
the very beautiful country hamlet of Mulgrave — that
well-known regional city of Mulgrave, that well-known
village of Mulgrave.
It would not surprise members that 10 out of the
48 bridges earmarked for upgrade under the Labor
government’s country bridges program are located
within 4 kilometres of the Premier’s own electorate.
This is hidden in his filing cabinet under the column
called ‘Pork-barrelling’. This is the folder they have
dragged out, and the country roads program is a
complete farce. As people in regional Victoria have
said, ‘It is sheer deceit’. If government members want
to call it — as people in regional Victoria have referred
to it — the Melbourne Bridges program, they should;
but using this money to support the metropolitan
electorate of Mulgrave, the Premier’s own electorate,
shows complete contempt for regional and rural
Victorians.
In February the Premier and Minister for Roads and
Road Safety announced the $38.5 million Stronger
Country Bridges program — stronger, more sustainable
country, apparently in Mulgrave. They would say, ‘It is
part of an overall effort’. But it is not sheer coincidence
that the money associated with supporting our small
businesses and jobs in regional Victoria is being
shopping trolleyed straight into the Assembly electorate
of Mulgrave. Perhaps the Premier thinks his electorate
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is a little village — a country hamlet — but that would
demonstrate that he has no concept of what is going on
in regional and rural Victoria. The roads are in disarray,
and the bridges need support. We are losing lives on
roads in regional Victoria. This government has shown
utter contempt for the people of regional Victoria. I
condemn its actions; moreover, I support Mr Morris’s
motion.

Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I acknowledge
the contributions that have been made by all the
members who have spoken on this motion. It is a
critically important motion, and I was pleased to hear it
receive great support from members in this chamber. It
is important to highlight that where we are now is far
from where we were under the former coalition
government.

LAW REFORM, ROAD AND COMMUNITY
SAFETY COMMITTEE

I heard Ms Patten’s contribution from my office, and I
note that she was somewhat critical of the former
government. I must say to Ms Patten that there is
always more work to be done, but at least the coalition
was moving in the right direction. Ripping $160 million
out of the country roads and bridges program is not
moving in the right direction. Ripping $2.6 million out
of the upgrades to the Myamyn-Macarthur Road is not
moving in the right direction. It is critically important to
note that the coalition also supported a $50 million
upgrade to the Great Ocean Road, as well as
$500 million for the duplication of the Princes
Highway.
The Labor government is using its Stronger Country
Bridges program to upgrade 10 bridges on the Monash
Freeway in or around the Premier’s own electorate of
Mulgrave. The way it is handling our country roads is
an indictment of the Labor government. I commend the
motion to the house.

Pairs
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms

Ayes, 21
Barber, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Drum, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Hartland, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Springle, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 14
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)

Pulford, Ms
Melhem, Mr

Motion agreed to.

Reference
Debate resumed from 19 August; motion of
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria):
That this house, pursuant to section 33 of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003, requires the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee to inquire into, consider and
report no later than 30 June 2016 on the effectiveness of the
existing gun laws in Victoria in providing public safety,
and —
(1) give particular consideration to the benefits of —
(a) registering firearms;
(b) the permit to acquire system;
(c) the firearms category and classification system;
(d) classifying firearms based on appearance;
(e) handgun regulation;
(f)

legalising suppressors;

(g) ammunition storage laws;
(h) including paintball markers in the current licensing
and registration scheme;
(i)

House divided on motion:

Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

the national firearms agreement and national
handgun agreement; and

(2) make recommendations that will have the least negative
effect on law-abiding citizens of the Victorian
community.

Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
complete my contribution to the debate on
Mr Bourman’s motion to refer to a parliamentary
committee an inquiry into the effectiveness of gun laws
in Victoria. It is over two months since I was
interrupted by the need to move on to statements on
reports and papers, so I reviewed Hansard overnight to
see where I got to. I will start by reminding the house
that I had outlined the Victorian government’s
commitment to maintaining firearm laws which protect
the community alongside the interests of those for
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whom firearm use is a necessity, such as our primary
producers.
Since we were last debating this motion the Parliament
has dealt with the Firearms Amendment (Trafficking
and Other Measures) Bill 2015, which aims to
strengthen a number of provisions in the Firearms Act
1996, including aiding the successful prosecution of
firearms trafficking offences by lowering the number of
unregistered firearms required for a trafficable quantity
from 10 within a period of seven days to 3 within a
period of 12 months, creating a new offence for theft of
a firearm and creating a specific offence for the
unlawful manufacture of firearms, as well as making
changes to the definition of evidence of possession,
which aims to move the focus away from a person’s
relationship with the firearm to the relationship between
the person and the premises or vehicle that the firearm
may be found in.
It must be noted that through those changes there is no
intention to capture licensed shooters who lawfully
possess a registered firearm. This motion does not refer
to whether firearm regulation is sufficiently robust,
effective or appropriate in the context of current risks to
the community from organised criminality, including
terrorism threats. It must be acknowledged that the
government is responsible for balancing any
consideration of legitimate gun use against the vital task
of keeping our community safe. It is also important to
consider the value of a national approach to firearm
laws and working towards national consistency.
Victoria is currently working with governments across
the country to ensure a nationally consistent approach,
and the Martin Place Siege — Joint
Commonwealth-New South Wales Review examines the
technical elements of the national firearms agreement at
national level, involving all the states and territories. It
is therefore the view of the government that in this
context any review of the national firearms agreements
would be impractical.
I would like to thank Mr Bourman for raising the issues
in the house. It is very clear to all of us that he and
Mr Young are passionate about and will continue to
seek reform in this area. The government is very happy
to continue those discussions with them in this space.
However, the government is not prepared to support
this motion as currently worded.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak on Mr Bourman’s motion to refer several
issues regarding the current gun laws to the joint Law
Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee. The
Greens will not be supporting this motion. The Greens
have a long history of supporting strict gun control,

Wednesday, 21 October 2015

which started in the Parliament of Tasmania in the
1980s when attempts were made by the Greens to ban
automatic and semiautomatic weapons due to ongoing
concerns about public safety and the number of guns in
circulation not only in Tasmania but nationally at the
time.
As I mentioned in the recent debate on the Firearms
Amendment (Trafficking and Other Measures) Bill
2015 introduced by the government in relation to illegal
firearms, after the tragedy of the Port Arthur massacre,
where 35 people were killed and 23 injured, we saw a
national approach to gun law reform that put
community safety first. It involved an amnesty and gun
buyback that took some 600 000 firearms out of the
community. These reforms have become the envy of
the world. Other countries look to Australia for our gun
laws, which are something that many countries — in
particular the United States — would like to introduce.
Recently there have been several more mass shootings
in the United States. Statistics vary depending on where
you are looking, but one site says that as many as
994 shootings have occurred in the last 1004 days. The
president of the United States, Barack Obama, has
pointed to Australia’s gun laws as the benchmark for
his country.
Before national gun law reform in 1996, almost
20 years ago, there was a hotchpotch of state legislation
and regulation and no national licensing and
registration system, so these were important and
long-overdue reforms. The principles were that people
needed to have a genuine reason to own a gun, that a
national tracking system for guns be introduced and
that to own a gun is a privilege not a right. In my point
of view and that of the Greens, those principles have
not been implemented strictly enough — for example,
what is a genuine reason to own a gun? There are
problems with the national tracking system as well.
As I mentioned, some 600 000 firearms were taken out
of the community under the buyback scheme, and this
has had a big impact on safety. There have been no
massacres since that time, except for a recent family
tragedy in the New South Wales city of Wagga Wagga.
The strong evidence is that the more guns that are in
circulation, the more likely there is to be injury to
people from firearms.
We are particularly concerned when we hear about
shootings in the public arena and on our streets; and the
recent shooting in New South Wales was very
distressing for everybody. But of course we also know
that one of the major ways of committing suicide in
Australia is through the use of a firearm and that
firearms are used in family violence situations. It is
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important that firearms are taken out of circulation,
taken out of homes and taken away from people
wherever possible.
Professor Andrew Goldsmith, strategic professor of
criminology at Flinders University, has said that in
terms of Australia’s achievement the 1996 reforms
have had a positive effect on reducing homicides in
Australia and that we should be looking at gun control
from a public health point of view. He has also said that
where there is a prevalence of guns there is gun injury,
and there is evidence and information on accidental and
incidental gun-related harm that is often left out of the
discussion on the effectiveness of gun laws.
We have had many reports that the number of guns in
the community is increasing again, and in some states
we have seen some watering down in terms of the
national agreement. While there is still strong
commitment to the national agreement among the states
and territories and from the federal government, the
state and federal police forces and others who are
involved in this discussion at a national level, there has
still been some watering down at state levels — for
example, in Victoria under the last government there
was a watering down of the number of shooting
competitions sporting shooters were required to
demonstrate they had actually participated in to retain
their firearm licence. The Greens did not support that
because the principle at stake was that in order to
demonstrate that you had what is called ‘a genuine
reason’ to own a gun, you need to demonstrate that you
are a bona fide participant in those competitions and not
just a participant on paper. Any watering down of those
ways of demonstrating that you are a bona fide
participant in sports shooting competitions is a concern.
Not that long ago we saw reports on police discovering
guns in cars every two days in some Melbourne
suburbs.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mr Dalidakis might not think
this is a serious subject, but I do.
As I was saying, the police are reporting that they are
routinely discovering guns every two days when they
are searching cars. That is one of the reasons the recent
introduction of the Firearms Amendment (Trafficking
and Other Measures) Bill 2015 was supported by the
Greens, because it assisted police in dealing with this
problem. Ron Iddles, the secretary of the Police
Association Victoria, has said that it is a concerning
development and that it puts at risk all police officers
who may be required to stop a car, be it for a routine
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inspection or for a breathalyser test, for example.
Finding firearms in cars is a major concern to the
police, particularly when looked at in the context of the
rising number of firearms in circulation in the
community.
The police have reported that there are firearm
incidents — such as drive-by shootings — happening
every six days, as well as there being an increasing
trend of children as young as 16 years old carrying
guns. They have reported that they regularly find guns,
including sawn-off shotguns and automatic machine
guns, during routine car intercepts. According to the
Australian Crime Commission there are more than
250 000 longarm firearms and more than 10 000
handguns in the illicit firearms market. Some experts
believe that many of the firearms on the black market
were never handed in when the national firearms
agreement was established. Former Greens Senator
Penny Wright said after the recent Senate inquiry into
illegal firearms, which she chaired, that it was clear:
… firearm theft from registered owners is a significant
contributor to the number of illicit firearms on Australian
streets.

The need to improve our gun control laws was recently
highlighted by the siege in Sydney’s Martin Place. A
review into that incident by the New South Wales and
commonwealth governments revealed weaknesses in
Australia’s national system for maintaining and sharing
firearms information between jurisdictions. These are
problems which are expected to be addressed with the
introduction of a new national tracking system. As I
mentioned earlier, there have been ongoing problems
with that particular tracking system. That review also
recommended that the state and territory police forces
conduct an urgent audit of their firearms data holdings
and urged governments to consider more measures to
deal with illegal firearms.
In April the Senate committee also recommended an
ongoing Australia-wide gun amnesty. Nick O’Brien,
the former head of international counterterrorism at
New Scotland Yard and now an associate professor at
Charles Sturt University, agrees that there should be
another firearms amnesty. He said that Australia risks
losing its reputation for world’s best practice in gun
control if it does not do more to control the number of
firearms in circulation now. Australia’s firearms laws
and the national agreement that underpins them have
been very effective in reducing homicides, suicides,
mass shootings and accidental shootings. While more
needs to be done to address the theft of firearms, which
is linked with the number of illegal guns in circulation,
and the importation of firearms, there is a need for
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another guns amnesty. There are still areas that need
tightening.

not make its way through the Parliament before the
election last year.

The Greens would like to see a ban on handguns and all
semiautomatic weapons, and we have serious concerns
about the Adler self-loading gun, which is not the sort
of weapon we want to see circulating in the community.
We need to ban semiautomatic handguns. Another area
where improvement needs to be made relates to caps on
the number of guns that any one person is able to
possess. In Victoria there is no such cap, but there are
caps in some other jurisdictions.

Mr Bourman is seeking that the house require the Law
Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee to
inquire into, consider and report no later than 30 June
2016 on the effectiveness of the existing gun laws in
Victoria in providing public safety, and his motion then
provides particulars to be given consideration to, such
as registering firearms, the permit to acquire system, the
firearms category and classification system, classifying
firearms based on appearance, handgun regulation,
legalising suppressors, ammunitions storage laws,
including paintball markers in the current licensing and
registration scheme, the national firearms agreement
(NFA) and the national handgun agreement (NHA). I
congratulate Mr Bourman on bringing this motion and
putting these issues before the house for consideration,
because they are indeed issues of public importance.

The security and storage of registered firearms is an
ongoing issue that was revealed by the Senate inquiry,
and the Australian Institute of Criminology and other
sources also revealed that firearms that are not securely
kept are often stolen and enter circulation. I went into
some detail about that when we were recently debating
a firearms bill in the Parliament and talked about how
certain criminals in fact target private residences or
other places where guns are kept. I mentioned the
national tracking system.
On the issue of new models of guns, just because they
are available and people might want to possess them
does not mean that they should be available and able to
be possessed.
We know there is a process underway at the moment
where the justice and police departments are reviewing
our national firearms agreement and our national and
state laws. We know this is an issue that is going to go
to the Council of Australian Governments next year.
Those are the forums that have been established over
the last almost 20 years in Australia to deal with
firearms and firearms regulation and laws, and we do
not see any reason that should also be examined at state
level. In the way Mr Bourman’s motion is actually
structured and expressed, you can see that Mr Bourman
is suggesting that we need to relax the registration of
firearms, the permit system, the classification system,
handgun regulation, regulation of suppressors, storage
of ammunition et cetera, and the Greens cannot
possibly support a motion that has those purposes.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to speak on behalf of the opposition in relation
to the motion moved by Mr Bourman. I note, as
Ms Symes noted in concluding her contribution to the
debate on the motion, that this debate started some
months ago. Since that time legislation has passed this
place which changes and tightens some of the
regulations and legislation around prohibited firearms.
Much of that legislation was in fact replicating a bill
that was introduced by the former government but did

In the context of the national firearms agreement and
the national handgun agreement, where much of the
regulation now resides, this motion brings forward a
bigger issue. As our system of government has evolved
over decades, as communication has improved, as
Australia has operated effectively more and more as a
single market and the interjurisdictional boundaries
between states and territories within Australia in some
areas have diminished, there has been a keenness on
behalf of governments and regulators to have systems
that operate across jurisdictions. We have seen a
number of pieces of legislation and regulatory schemes
where states have in effect either ceded all their
regulatory power or part thereof to a commonwealth
body or to a Council of Australian Governments
(COAG) body in the interests of national harmonisation
and national regulation.
As a former member of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, I know that the operation of
these schemes — the continual supervision, perhaps, of
these schemes — can from time to time raise concerns.
While in a policy sense it may be appropriate for many
reasons to cede some powers to a federal jurisdiction or
a body that represents all states and territories of the
commonwealth, we as a Parliament do not rescind our
responsibility to ensure that the frameworks put in place
at a particular time continue to have relevance and
demonstrate best practice in the modern day. It is
important from time to time to revisit national
agreements to make sure that they are still warranted,
that their terms are still current and that they take into
account any changes that have taken place in
technology or communications and any other changes
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that may impact on the established regulatory
framework.
I will divert for a second and make mention of a
parliamentary committee inquiry I was a member of in
the last Parliament. The Council gave a reference to a
committee to examine the benefits of the Australian
Health Practitioner Regulation Agency. It was deemed
through the COAG process that the regulation of
healthcare professionals, from doctors and
physiotherapists through to a range of other healthcare
professionals, should transition from a state-based
model to a federal model, and that led to the
establishment of the Australian Health Practitioner
Regulation Agency.
The objectives of the creation of that national body
were clear — harmonisation across states and the
ability of practitioners to operate in an
interjurisdictional fashion — and as a parliamentary
committee we examined how that implementation had
gone and how it had been for practitioners and for the
wider community. That was a prudent thing to do. The
establishment of the committee drew criticism from
some members of the then opposition, but the work the
committee did and some of the issues it uncovered
ultimately demonstrated its worth.
To go to the motion moved by Mr Bourman, it is wise
from time to time for the Parliament to review national
agreements when the Parliament has ceded authority
for a range of reasons to a federal or interjurisdictional
level. The question then becomes, given Mr Bourman’s
motion: is this an appropriate time to review the NFA
and the NHA in particular and the other items
articulated in Mr Bourman’s motion? I noted when
Mr Bourman moved the motion that he was concerned
that we need to have a review of the operability of the
current framework and that the states have a role in
leadership and in providing greater transparency and
greater data.
After hearing Mr Bourman’s concerns, I did some
research into what the commonwealth is doing, and I
noted a press release from the Minister for Justice, the
Honourable Michael Keenan, on 12 August, headed
‘Industry reference group to advise government on
NFA review’, which says:
Consultation with industry and licensed shooters will be vital
to produce sensible reforms as the government reviews the
technical elements of the national firearms agreement (NFA).

It goes on to say:
All states and territories agreed to this recommendation at the
May 2015 meeting of the Law, Crime and Community Safety
Council (LCCSC). Ministers and attorneys-general from all
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jurisdictions will consider any proposed updates to the NFA
at the November 2015 meeting of the LCCSC ahead of
consideration by the first Council of Australian Governments
meeting in 2016.
The objective of the review is to ensure our existing firearms
regulations — which have not been substantively reviewed
for almost two decades — have kept pace with advancements
in technology and changes to the firearms market.
It is important that the NFA strikes an appropriate balance
between the interests of licensed gun owners and advice from
our law enforcement agencies to ensure the broader
community is safe and secure.

I also note comments of support for this process from
Darren Chester, the federal member for Gippsland —
much of his electorate overlaps with mine — and from
others.
In summary, the concept of a regular review or of the
chamber, the Parliament and the government being
cognisant of ensuring that national agreements that are
signed from time to time remain current, appropriate
and up to date is a worthy thing. I again congratulate
Mr Bourman for moving this motion to highlight that
point. From what Mr Bourman has said, I do not
believe the case has been made to undertake the review
he is proposing when the federal government is
currently undertaking a similar review.
I note that Mr Keenan’s press release cites the
upcoming November meeting of the LCCSC ahead of
consideration by the first Council of Australian
Governments meeting in 2016. We should soon be able
to see some outcome from the work that Mr Keenan
announced in August, so unless Mr Bourman in his
summation can provide additional compelling material,
the position as I see it is that the case has not been made
for a separate review independent of the work taking
place at the COAG level with involvement from
Victoria under the leadership of the justice minister,
Michael Keenan.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak to Mr Bourman’s motion, which refers
to the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee an inquiry into a broad range of existing
gun laws in Victoria and their effectiveness. I am a
member of that committee, so I am interested to hear
more. Sitting next to my colleagues from the Shooters
and Fishers, I have learnt an awful lot about guns since
I came in here, possibly more than I ever knew I needed
to know, but I am looking forward to — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms PATTEN — They are very fine guns,
Mr Dalidakis. Let that be noted in Hansard. Often the
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Sex Party is seen to represent a maligned group of
society, and sometimes shooters are also maligned in
our society, particularly as I have learnt over the last
few months.

I think the committee to which Mr Bourman has
referred it is up to the job. I know that as one of its
members, I certainly am. However, it could possibly
have been more targeted, if you will pardon the pun.

We are talking about law-abiding citizens who have
never broken a law and who now seem to have to jump
through an enormous number of hoops to ensure that
they do not break a law, so I think this inquiry is
warranted. The fact that some of them are sitting in the
chamber today is also justification for enabling an
inquiry like this.

I noted in Mr Bourman’s contribution that he seems to
agree that Victoria has some of the best registration
systems in the country. I do not want to see that
changed. However, it does seem that there is some
crazy hoop jumping that we ask law-abiding citizens to
go through that is regulation for the sake of regulation,
and when you have regulation for the sake of regulation
that generally leads to over-regulation.

In my opinion we have the best gun laws in the world,
despite everything my colleagues have told me. It
seems as if President Obama agrees that Australia has
some of the best gun laws in the world, and due to both
those laws and our law-abiding citizens we have the
lowest rates of gun violence anywhere. In 1996, after
the Port Arthur massacre, we chose to overhaul those
gun laws. We really wanted to make it hard for lunatics
to get guns. We might possibly have made it harder for
law-abiding citizens to also get guns; I recognise that. I
do not think the Prime Minister at the time, John
Howard, had any choice. It was the will of the people.
We were crying out for something to be done. Prime
Mister Howard did that. Even today when we look at
the polls around gun ownership and gun laws, we find
that the majority of Australians either think we are
doing the right thing or we could be doing more. I
certainly believe that goes not just for my electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region but more broadly for
Victoria.
A poll conducted in July by Essential Media
Communications found that 40 per cent of Australians
thought we had gun ownership laws just about right and
45 per cent thought we should strengthen them. I was
interested to note that those people most likely to want
the laws strengthened were men over 55. Those who
thought they were just right were women aged 18 to 34
living in Victoria. A few years ago that would have
been me. However, the question was probably not
being asked of gun owners. It was perhaps the case that
many people who had absolutely no interest in guns
and who had not participated in any sporting or
recreational activities that involve guns were asked.
The inquiry will be interesting because it will tease out
how our gun laws are affecting those people who use
guns. The inquiry will be very broad; I would consider
it almost to be a blank cheque inquiry. It will look at
everything gun related, including registration, permits,
classification systems, ammunition storage laws, the
use and legalisation of suppressors, and the national
firearm and handgun agreements. It is a lot to cover, but

Here is a fun fact: a spud gun is a firearm in Victoria.
No doubt my mum did not know that when I got one
for Christmas — —
Mr Dalidakis — You got a mum for Christmas?
Ms PATTEN — I got a spud gun for Christmas one
year. I also noted in Mr Bourman’s contribution that we
classify guns differently just because of their colour, so
if it is a lovely wood and metal gun, we classify it one
way, but if it looks black and mean, we classify it in
another. These are real anomalies that are worth
exploring.
To me, gun laws boil down to public safety. Recently
we have seen some good gun laws introduced in this
house with regard to stolen guns, the manufacture of
guns and the distribution of unlicensed guns. We are
really looking at public safety. That is obviously the
most important issue when we are looking at gun laws.
I am interested in the inquiry and what it will find. It
may find that we need to tighten our gun laws or it may
find that we have them just right. I certainly think this is
a reference worth exploring and I commend the motion
to the house.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to have the opportunity
to make a few remarks this afternoon on the motion
proposed by Mr Bourman, which is fundamentally
about the issue of fit-for-purpose and best practice
regulation and whether the current framework we have
in Victoria and Australia for firearms regulation
represents a best practice framework. I approach this
debate as somebody who is not a firearm owner and
who does not hold and has never held a shooters
licence. I also approach it as somebody with a keen
interest in efficient and proportional regulation. This is
something that all members of this and other
parliaments should have an interest in — that is,
undertaking regulation in a way that is proportional to
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the types of risks we are looking to mitigate and doing
so efficiently.
At the outset of this debate I acknowledge, and we
should all acknowledge, the legitimacy of recreational
shooting as an outdoor recreational activity. In fact we
should recognise recreational shooting, or shooting
disciplines, as something that has been represented, for
example, at the modern Olympics since 1896.
Throughout the entire period of the modern Olympics
shooting has been recognised as an appropriate
discipline or event. Therefore as a Parliament we
should recognise that the people who are affected by
the regulations that Mr Bourman seeks a review of are
undertaking a legitimate recreational activity.
Equally we should acknowledge the concerns of
law-abiding firearm owners, people who in pursuing
their recreation are frequently tagged and associated
with criminal activities and, increasingly, terrorism.
What must that mean for those individuals who are
pursuing a legitimate recreational activity to be tagged
as being associated with terrorism? That is the type of
debate we have often seen around the issue of firearms
regulation in this country. Whether it is firearms
regulation or any other regulation, as legislators we
cannot be basing regulation on prejudice, ideology or
on what we see in sensationalised YouTube videos.
Regulation must be based on a sound evidentiary basis,
not on sensationalism, ideology or prejudice.
What is required to get legislation and regulation that is
based on a sound evidential base is leadership both at a
parliamentary level and at a government level. The
reality is that so much of what we see in this
Parliament, despite what we might think as legislators,
is not driven by us. It is driven by governments, it is
driven by ministers and it is driven by bureaucrats and
officers in government agencies. In looking to that
leadership on this issue we need to ask the question:
what are we seeking to achieve with our firearms
regulation and with our licensing and registration
regulations? The fundamental answer is that we are
seeking to reduce gun-related crime and gun-related
violence. Therefore what we do with regulation should
be within that framework and considered in that
framework.
We have seen in the last couple of years the Canadian
government consider the question of appropriate
regulation of firearms with regard to the objective of
reducing gun-related violence and gun-related crime.
The Canadian government undertook an examination of
its firearm laws to determine whether they reduced
gun-related crime and gun-related violence or whether
they merely acted as a deterrent and as an impediment
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to legitimate recreational activity — whether they were
merely deterring people from undertaking their
recreation of choice or were actually reducing
gun-related crime and gun-related violence.
That Canadian review was very telling, because the
Canadian government reached the conclusion that, to
quote the second-reading speech for the legislation that
was subsequently introduced to the Canadian
Parliament, the registration system for firearms was
regarded as:
… a good example of red tape without any added value.

The responsible minister, in introducing the new
legislation in Canada, made the point that:
For too long, gun control in Canada has been about disarming
all Canadians. It was about making hunting and sport
shooting so onerous, so filled with time-consuming
paperwork, that no-one would be interested in pursuing these
Canadian heritage activities.

As a consequence of that review by the Canadian
government and of that recognition of the fact that
Canadian regulations were merely imposing an onerous
regulatory burden on recreational shooters rather than
achieving the reductions in gun-related violence and
crime that Canadians were seeking, the Canadian
government introduced the Common Sense Firearms
Licensing Act in 2014. As a consequence of that
legislation a major overhaul was undertaken of
registration requirements in Canada to the point that
conventional longarm firearms are no longer subject to
registration in Canada, and I understand this is also the
situation in New Zealand.
So the Canadian government was able to undertake an
evidence-based review of its firearms legislation. It was
able to do it dispassionately, and it was able to do it
with a view to looking at what actually achieves
reductions in firearm-related crime and violence rather
than what is simply an impediment to legitimate
recreational activity. Given the commonwealth has
flagged a review of the technical aspects of the national
firearms agreement following the events in Sydney last
year, the challenge now falls to the commonwealth
Minister for Justice, Michael Keenan, and the Victorian
Minister for Police, Wade Noonan, who has
responsibility for the Victorian implementation of
national agreements.
I take up the point made by Mr O’Donohue in his
remarks about national agreements and the
appropriateness of looking at national agreements. One
of my experiences as a minister tasked with
implementing a national agreement agreed to by the
previous Labor government — this was the national
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agreement on occupational health and safety
harmonisation — highlighted that reaching national
agreement on a policy does not mean it is a good
regulatory framework. What we saw with national OHS
harmonisation was that Victoria was being asked to
implement a framework which would have sent
Victorians back 5 steps merely so states like New South
Wales and Queensland could move forward 10 steps.
National agreements are not necessarily good
agreements for all jurisdictions — and I see the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade,
Minister Dalidakis, grinning at this point, and I note
that the current Labor government in Victoria has also
not moved to implement that national agreement on
OHS harmonisation.
The point is that national harmonisation of itself does
not necessarily result in good outcomes for all
jurisdictions, and that is where a leadership role remains
for the Victorian government and for the Victorian
minister to ensure that the framework we have in
Victoria is appropriate and that it addresses the issue of
gun-related crime and gun-related violence without
impeding the legitimate recreational activities of
sporting shooters and recreational shooters.
This question is very much about leadership. It comes
down to whether federal minister Michael Keenan, the
federal government, Victorian minister Wade Noonan
and the Victorian government can show the type of
leadership that was seen in Canada to ensure that we
have a framework of firearms registration, shooting
regulation and firearms licensing here in Victoria that
delivers on the objectives of reducing gun-related
violence and gun-related crime while ensuring we do
not unnecessarily impede the legitimate recreational
activities of thousands of Victorians.
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are all of these restrictions on law-abiding,
good-natured members of our society actually having
any effect on criminal conduct and activity? Are some
things working and are other things not working? Is it
of any benefit to me to have to wait 28 days to purchase
a firearm when I already have several of them sitting at
home and if I were inclined to do anything evil with
them I would be well and truly able to do so?
Does it matter if I go down to the range and shoot my
pistols only 8 times a year instead of 10? That seems
very silly to me, but all of a sudden, because I am not
competing in my sport enough, I am a bad person.
What is the difference between me and a mate shooting
some targets on his property with a shotgun or a rifle
and us doing the same thing with a handgun that I am
legally allowed to keep at my house with all the
ammunition?
These are the types of questions that shooters ask
themselves every day, and we are made to feel like
criminals every time we try to talk about this. When
others bring up this topic, it is always of a political
nature and after an event. Whether it is a media stir up
or a stunt by another politician, one thing is sure: when
someone commits a crime with a gun we never hear an
embracing speech from the Prime Minister to
encourage the people of this country to educate
themselves about shooting and to welcome shooters
into the community. Instead we are blamed. Members
of the shooting community want a chance to express
our views on the imposition of silly and, more
importantly, useless red tape and the effect it has on us
when we participate in sports which we see as being no
different to football, tennis or anything else that people
enjoy, except that it is more fun.

Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I also rise
today to speak on the motion presented to this house by
my colleague Mr Bourman, which has been an ongoing
issue for us and something that we have worked
towards for quite a while. Simply, what we seek is a
transparent look at some of the laws and regulations we
have in Victoria that guide what we are and are not able
to do while pursuing shooting activities. I understand to
a degree the intended reasoning behind most of the laws
that surround gun ownership and use — they are for the
safety of the public; public safety is very important, and
we must have laws that ensure public safety — but
there is a tipping point after which they become
ineffective.

The use of parliamentary inquiries was quite foreign to
me when I came to this place. I have now had the
experience of sitting on two committees, and I have
seen the value of the work done by committees;
therefore I think it is very important to the Shooters and
Fishers Party that we give our constituents and our
people the opportunity not only to see this inquiry play
out but also to contribute to it. People in the shooting
community get very little attention when we are faced
with difficulties due to the fact that most governments
do not want to be seen as being weak on crime, but by
constantly picking on the innocent they are being very
weak. A strong government should stand its ground and
say, ‘No, we will not punish those who have done
nothing wrong; we will take action to prevent crime’.

All too often we see examples of people who, despite
our gun laws, come into possession of illegal firearms
that are used for criminal activity. It begs the question:

We want a number of things looked at in this inquiry,
including the registration of firearms and whether it is
appropriate for someone who has no criminal history to
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go through that process and need to register their
firearms, or whether the firearms registry is of any
benefit in solving crimes. We also want to look at the
permit-to-acquire system, which to me is probably the
silliest part of all this — I have to ask permission to go
and purchase another firearm although I already have
several which are completely legal for me to have. It is
well and truly within the law and there are no limits on
what I can do in that space, yet I have to ask permission
from Victoria Police’s licensing and regulation
division, which has to approve my application. The
process takes up to two weeks and can be very hard
when I am trying to complete a financial transaction
with someone. It can put a lot of pressure on both
parties.
Quite simply the firearms category and classification
system has been wrong from the start, and there are a
few things in it that are very silly and definitely need to
be looked at. There are things it does not take into
account, such as the action of a firearm when
comparing it to the calibre of a firearm — for example,
a category C semiautomatic pistol is still only a .22 in
some cases — a .22 calibre. It is a very low-powered
firearm, yet it is in a higher category than some other
centre-fire rifles which are only category B. These are
the sorts of anomalies that need to be looked at and
brought back to reality, because a semiautomatic .22
long rifle is not a danger to anyone in the hands of a
good, law-abiding person.
Classifying firearms based on appearance is absolutely
ludicrous. An example was given of someone who
changes the stock on a firearm to a black plastic scary
stock. To suggest that that firearm now has a different
purpose in a different place in our society is just stupid.
We should not be reclassifying firearms based on
appearance, because the only thing that actually matters
is the functionality of the firearm — how it is used and
by whom it is used. In most cases a licensed person
should not have their firearm taken off them in a case of
reclassification.
I turn to handgun regulation. I am going through the
process of getting my handgun licence as we speak. I
think it has been going on for about five months.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr YOUNG — Mr Dalidakis is indicating that he is
also going through the process, so he would know how
arduous and stressful it is to have to go through that
process. It really is just crazy that I should have to join
a club for X amount of time and then have my
membership of that club approved even though I know
all the people from the club. Then I have to go through
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a waiting period for a different kind of licence. I already
have a longarm licence and I already have registered
firearms, but to get another one I have to go through a
period of 28 days just to get the licence, and then
another waiting period of 28 days to buy a handgun. It
is ludicrous, unnecessary and achieves nothing.
Legalising suppressors is something that has been
looked at in several other states and countries, and it is
really a common-sense approach in that it is an
occupational health and safety issue in some instances
where people are professionally shooting. There are
circumstances in which they are allowed to use
suppressors. We think it is appropriate that recreational
shooters be allowed to use suppressors in similar
circumstances, whether it be just helping at a farm or
with mitigation or hunting somewhere near a township.
Suppressors should be allowed in the interests of public
safety because they have an impact on your health. That
is particularly important to me, because I am quite deaf.
Mr Dalidakis — What?
Mr YOUNG — Exactly. Including paintball
markers in the current licensing and registration regime
is something else that does not make sense to me. They
are not a typical firearm in the sense of any other type
of firearm, and they are used for a pretty controlled
recreational activity on a range in most cases. They just
do not fit the typical target that we are trying to achieve
when addressing firearm laws and criminal activity.
The last time I saw a news report that someone had
robbed someone with a paintball gun? I cannot actually
think of one, because I daresay that it has never
happened.
The second paragraph of Mr Bourman’s motion asks
the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee to make recommendations that will have the
least negative effect on law-abiding citizens of the
Victorian community. To me, this last point is probably
the most important aspect of the motion. Whilst the
specifics in paragraph 1 outline many areas in which
shooters feel they are unfairly treated, the second
paragraph of this motion is designed to ensure that
these matters are addressed in such a way that we are
not suffering for the sake of laws and regulations that
achieve nothing.
There are many examples of overregulation and
excessive red tape and huge costs for administration in
other sectors. Efficiency programs and initiatives are
often implemented to bring some sanity into the
practical world we live in. This area is no different, and
if an existing law or regulation does not target the
intended audience, then it needs to change. To combat

POLICE NUMBERS
3952

COUNCIL

drink driving, we do not take cars from those who do
not drink; we educate. To prevent domestic violence,
we do not separate non-violent people from their
families; we educate. People who do not commit crimes
with firearms should not be restricted unfairly or
prevented from living their lives the way they want to.
Instead the community needs to be educated. The
intention of this inquiry is not to weaken or strengthen
our firearms laws in Victoria. It is about making them
more efficient in dealing with illegal firearms that are
used in crime without inappropriately affecting those
who are good-natured and decent people in our society.
In relation to the review of the national firearms
agreement, I remind the house that firearms laws are
legislated at a state level. This kind of inquiry would be
valuable to those participating in that review by
providing some on-the-ground information about the
implementation of firearms laws and the practicalities
of whether they are effective. I will finish on the word
effective. It is the core of why this motion has been
presented to the house. The Shooters and Fishers Party
does not believe that the current firearms laws are
effective at targeting criminal use of firearms and
instead place too much of an imposition on good
people.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — One thing
needs to be stressed about my motion: it is about
discussion, it is not about change. Change may or may
not come as part of this discussion, but it would seem
that some people are bent on thinking that this motion is
about changing or watering down the laws. Personally I
would never suggest anything that would reduce public
safety, but it is clear that what we are currently doing is
not effective and that placing further restrictions on
law-aiding people is not logical based on that.
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Council of Australian Governments (COAG) and
eventually into every state. The states will enact the
recommendations based on factors at the time. What we
have are bureaucrats making decisions at the expense of
due diligence, openness, transparency and fairness. Not
one of them has been elected to anything, and not one
of them is accountable to the voters. They go to work,
they come home and that is it.
There are many other issues. We hear about the
requirements of due diligence, openness, transparency
and fairness, and indeed it is fair, but we do not hear
this about firearms laws. All we hear is, ‘Make it
tougher, make it tougher, make it tougher’. As I said, at
some point the recommendations from COAG will land
in state Parliament. At that time we will have two
options: we can blindly adopt them, or we can debate
them. To be perfectly honest it is obvious and logical to
me that we should be researching and debating this
issue before the recommendations from COAG land;
otherwise we will be taking someone else’s word for it.
I have not had the pleasure of going to COAG, and I
probably never will. I would suggest that COAG
members do not sit around for a number of weeks
debating whether firearms laws are good, bad, efficient
or inefficient or whether there is too much red tape. I
dare say they have a lot on their plate; a report will be
tabled, recommendations will be made, and they will
move on. That simple process affects way too many
people who are not part of the problem, and I think it is
incumbent upon this Parliament to conduct an inquiry.
I am not going to respond to the usual regurgitation
from the Greens; it is pointless. We will never educate
them. I would like to end my statement and bring this to
a vote.
House divided on motion:

We constantly hear about the number of illegal firearms
being seized every second day in the north-western
suburbs alone. What are known as — and I use this
term sarcastically — best practice gun laws, some of
the toughest in the world, are not actually effective, so
making them even tougher is only going to affect the
people who obey the laws, not the criminals. It is the
criminals who do criminal deeds.
The proposals in my motion should also be seen as part
of a reduction in red tape. As Mr Young is finding out
while going for his handgun licence, there is a lot of
onerous red tape that is inefficient. I agree with my
colleague from the Greens that it needs to be hard to get
a licence, but once you get a licence it means you are a
trustworthy person, you have been vetted by the state
and you should have more than what we have got now.
This brings me to the review currently being
undertaken by the firearms and weapons policy
working group, which will eventually feed into the
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POLICE NUMBERS
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That this house notes —
(1) in November 2014, when the coalition left government
there were 13 151 equivalent full-time sworn police
officers in Victoria;
(2) as at the end of June 2015 there were 13 151 equivalent
full-time sworn police officers in Victoria;
(3) the failure of the Andrews Labor government to add
even one additional sworn police member despite
population growth of approximately 100 000 per annum
and the challenges of terrorism, ice and family violence;
(4) that while the Premier, Daniel Andrews, MP, has not
prioritised additional police, he has found hundreds of
millions of dollars to not build a road and $20 million
for a new logo; and
(5) the failure of Labor to invest in more police stands in
stark contrast to the coalition’s record of 1900 additional
police and 950 protective services officers during its
term in office.

I am very pleased to move this motion, which
highlights the lack of investment by this government in
Victoria Police and the way it is neglecting and failing
to provide the resources to Victoria Police that it
requires.
Before I get into the motion let me say that I am sure
we all agree that being a member of the police force is
an extremely difficult job. Perhaps it is only getting
harder and harder. With the issues of ice, terrorism and
family violence, the demands on our police are greater
and their challenges are increasing every day, and we as
a community and as a Parliament, and the government,
which is in charge of the purse strings, should make
community safety and our police force a top priority.
Let me also say before I get into the substantive motion
that it has been very difficult and challenging for
Victoria Police in recent times. Tragically two members
of Victoria Police have died in the most sad and
difficult circumstances. One thing I have gained an
appreciation of after visiting many, many police
stations since December last year is that Victoria Police
is like a big family. Everyone knows each other through
one or two connections. Indeed at a police station I
visited last week that issue was brought forward when
one of the members referenced his relationship with
one of the tragedies that has recently occurred.
I also say by way of introduction that I acknowledge
and give my sympathies — and I am sure we all
concur — to the members of the force and to the
families and friends of those two police members at this
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most difficult time for them. I say again that the
challenges for members of the force appear to be
growing and the demands are ever more complex, and
it is the job of the Parliament and the job of the
government to respond with the resources that the Chief
Commissioner of Police needs to have at his or her —
obviously now at his — disposal to respond to those
challenges.
I will now start talking about the motion itself. Many
anecdotes have been told to me by senior members of
the force as I have travelled around stations across
Victoria. I have been lucky enough to have been briefed
by the officer in charge at various stations around the
state, and often the officer in charge has said, ‘I’ve been
in the force for 25 years’ — or 30 years or 20 years —
‘and I’m glad I’m not driving the van now, because the
job is so much more complex, the demands are so much
greater, the responses are so varied and the issues are so
varied’. That probably sums up some of the challenges
that members confront: getting called out to family
violence jobs and trying to resolve deep and
challenging family disputes and issues, which are
incredibly complex; and dealing with the demands of
ice and the behaviour it drives in those who are
addicted to or taking that drug, and the erratic, violent
and unpredictable responses it can generate.
When the coalition was in office it made community
safety a top priority for government. Government is all
about priorities and choices, as the now Premier has
said on many occasions. When the coalition was in
government it made Victoria Police and community
safety a priority. It recruited, trained and deployed
1900 additional police officers. It invested $275 million
to recruit, train and deploy protective services officers
(PSOs) on our railway stations. Let me say that the
Deputy Premier has never apologised for referring to
the hardworking men and women who are our fine
protective services officers as ‘plastic police’.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — It is an absolute disgrace.
Ms Shing — Read Hansard.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I take up Ms Shing’s
interjection — because I have read Hansard, Ms Shing.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I have read Hansard, and
Mr Merlino cited the UK and said the equivalent in the
UK are called ‘plastic police’, implying and stating in a
very veiled way that the PSOs here in Victoria are some
form of second-class plastic police — an absolute
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disgrace. It is an absolute disgrace, coming from
someone in a senior leadership position, as Mr Merlino
was then, and now he is the Deputy Premier of
Victoria. Is it not ironic that the people he denigrated
are the people who protect us in this building? Up there
in the chamber gallery, in this building or at the front
gate, if there is some issue that requires immediate
response, who will come to protect us? The PSOs. It is
an absolute disgrace, and Mr Merlino should apologise
for that slur on those hardworking men and women.

have grown by a number approaching the entire
population of the wonderful City of Ballarat. How
many extra police have the Premier, Daniel Andrews,
and the Minister for Police, Wade Noonan, delivered to
respond to that population growth and those
challenges? According to the most recent figures —
and the most recent figures again are only as at June,
because we do not have the transparency that we used
to have under the former government — zero police
have been delivered.

We do not need to revisit history for a lengthy period,
but let me just say that there were very few supporters
of the coalition when it announced the PSOs policy.
The community supported it, but when it came to the
then opposition and a range of other peak bodies and
organisations, most derided the idea of PSOs on
railway stations. But the PSOs have proven to be a
remarkable success, and they have given confidence
back to commuters and provided safety on our railway
stations.

I have had the opportunity to visit the Victoria Police
Academy on several occasions. It is a fantastic
complex. The government that purchased that site when
the Catholic Church no longer wished to hold it showed
great foresight. I think it was the Bolte government, but
I stand ready to be corrected. Its infrastructure has been
significantly upgraded in recent years with new
technologies, new classrooms and new training
centres — fantastic new facilities that can teach modern
techniques to respond to the modern challenges that
confront Victoria Police. One thing that always strikes
me when I am out there is that there is hardly anyone
there, because the academy is barely training enough
people to replace those lost through natural attrition.
There is this new, upgraded and important
infrastructure, but there is no-one there to learn and
no-one coming through the pipeline.

To house and provide appropriate accommodation and
resources for so many extra police and PSOs the former
government invested $253 million in new and upgraded
police infrastructure during its term of government.
Government is about choices, and the coalition made
community safety and Victoria Police a priority and
increased its funding by 22 per cent over its four years.
This takes me to the first limb of the motion. When the
coalition left office, after creating 1900 additional
police over four years, there were 13 151 full-time
equivalent sworn police officers in Victoria. The former
coalition government wanted transparency about what
was called our Project 1700, which turned out to be
1900 extra police. Each month on the Victoria Police
website there was an update provided about the number
of full-time equivalent members of Victoria Police. We
wanted monthly updates so there was transparency and
so the community understood where that promise and
that commitment were in terms of delivery.
What Labor did when it came to government was take
away that transparency — or diminish it. We now get
only quarterly reporting. From the most recent figures
available, 13 151 police were working to protect the
community in Victoria as at November last year. Since
that time Victoria’s population has probably grown by
70 000 or 80 000 or possibly more. A range of new
challenges have presented themselves to the
community and, through the community, to Victoria
Police to respond and deal with. How many additional
police are there today, on the most recent available
figures, to respond to that increased population? By the
time we get to Christmas, Victoria’s population will

We have a growing population, and we have growing
challenges around ice and family violence. The
government has said that family violence is its no. 1
priority. Family violence is a scourge that needs to be
tackled in a consistent and long-term fashion. It is a
challenge that across the aisles of the Parliament we
need to respond to and beat, just as we seek to do with
the road toll and a range of other policy initiatives. But
who are the ones who respond to family violence
incidents? Who are the ones charged with responding
and providing support — providing referrals and
providing help at that first response? Invariably it is the
hardworking men and women of Victoria Police.
In preparing for today’s debate I have had cause to
again read the submission of the Police Association
Victoria to the Royal Commission into Family
Violence. It is a very detailed analysis and a stark
reminder of the challenges that members of Victoria
Police face in responding to the very complex and
difficult issue of family violence, but when you boil
down its submission and look at its no. 1
recommendation, as stated on page 22, it is very simple:
Recommendation 1: in order to tend to the ever-growing
community need with respect to family violence a significant
increase in frontline numbers is required as a matter of
urgency.
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As I have said already, the government has not
committed to any extra police, from the figures
available thus far it has not provided any extra police
and it has failed to make Victoria Police a priority when
it comes to resource allocation. I will touch on some of
the areas where, through this lack of investment by the
government, we are starting to see some issues emerge
and where some issues have been emerging now for
months.
The police association was very clear in what it wanted
late last year. It basically wanted what the coalition
government had done in the preceding four years
repeated. It was calling for an additional 1880 sworn
members over the next four years. In particular it
identified some of the growth corridors as being
critically short of police and needing a significant
injection of police into the future. For example, to use
the analysis of the association, in the City of Casey
there were 165 first response police officers in 2014.
The population of Casey is due to grow to 313 000 by
2019, up from 276 000. Using a benchmark of 102 first
response police officers per 100 000 population as a
ratio, which is what has been advocated by the police
association, by 2019 an extra 155 police would be
needed in the City of Casey alone. In the City of
Wyndham an extra 159 police would be required; in the
City of Whittlesea an extra 110 would be required; in
the City of Hume, an extra 62; in the City of
Maribyrnong, an extra 32; in the City of Melton, an
extra 81; and in the Shire of Cardinia, an extra 36.
We have seen that these challenges are manifesting
themselves now. The local press has recently reported
calls from the City of Casey for additional police and
the prospect of an additional police station in the Clyde
area, but we do not need to wait until 2019 to see some
of those pressures evolve. I will touch on some of the
police stations where services are being cut and
reduced. Before I touch on this group of stations, this is
by no means a criticism of the Chief Commissioner of
Police, because the job of government is to give the
chief commissioner the resources needed to respond to
the issues identified. The chief commissioner can only
deal with the resources with which they are provided.
What is clear from the examples I am about to provide
is that Victoria Police is not being given the resources it
needs.
Ashburton police station has a long history. During the
time of the former member for Burwood in the
Assembly, Bob Stensholt, the number of police at
Ashburton police station was cut. When the former
Labor government lost office, the hours of the
Ashburton police station had been reduced. The then
member, Mr Stensholt, took some comfort that the
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station was not closed and was still open on a part-time
basis. Nonetheless, the station had its hours
significantly reduced. As a result of the advocacy of the
current member for Burwood and the extra resources
that the former coalition government delivered to
Victoria Police, in 2013 the Ashburton police station
was restored to a seven-day-a-week police station. For
seven days a week the community had the comfort of
knowing that the police station was open and able to
respond to community issues and needs.
Last month, on 20 September, the station was back to
being open just two days a week. The community of
Ashburton has gone from having a station that is open
seven days a week, thanks to the recruitment, training
and deployment of those 1900 extra police, to one that
is open just two days a week. The people of Ashburton
will only be able to access their local police station on
Tuesdays and Thursdays, which will be a significant
disappointment to many members of that Ashburton
community. Given the advocacy of the Ashburton
Traders Association, its former president and others in
2013 for the station to open seven days a week, it is
extremely disappointing that services have now been
cut back to just two days a week. But there are many
more examples of this, unfortunately.
The coalition government committed $16 million for a
new police station at Somerville. The Mornington
Peninsula community continues to grow, and the
broader Frankston-Mornington Peninsula area has
grown substantially in recent years. I pay tribute to
Neale Burgess, the member for Hastings in the other
place, for his tireless and continuous advocacy for
improved and additional resources for Victoria Police
and specifically for a police station at Somerville.
Wade Noonan, as the Minister for Police, and Daniel
Andrews, as the Premier of Victoria, quite possibly are
the first minister and Premier to oversee the completion
of construction of a police station that is not open to the
public. Because of the lack of resources provided to
Victoria Police, Somerville police station is not open to
the community. It is a purpose-built building, designed
as a police station with a front counter. It was designed
to discharge all the functions of a police station, with
the best modern techniques and design features across
the station infrastructure. But now under the leadership
of Minister Noonan, it is a police building that is closed
to the public. This purpose-built police station cost
$16 million of taxpayers funds, and it is closed because
of the Labor government’s failure to provide enough
resources to Victoria Police. The Somerville
community is absolutely outraged at this development.
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We also have now a number of 24-hour police stations
that, as I am advised, do not have the resources to
remain open on a 24-hour basis. I have heard reports
that stations such as Reservoir, Epping and
Greensborough are not open — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — The minister may want to
make light of the fact that a 24-hour station in her
electorate is not open for 24 hours a day. It is actually
a——
Ms Mikakos — It is an operational decision. Are
you saying that the minister has made that decision?
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am happy to take up the
minister’s defence of the fact that a 24-hour police
station in her electorate is now not open 24 hours a day
because of her government’s failure. She is a cabinet
minister — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Minister!
Mr O’DONOHUE — The minister sits at the
cabinet table where the allocation of resources to the
various parts of the Victorian government is decided as
part of the budget process.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Enough is enough. The member has the call.
Mr O’DONOHUE — As I said in the preamble to
this part of my contribution, the chief commissioner
deals with the resources that he is provided by
government.
This government has not made Victoria Police a
priority. It has not given Victoria Police the resources it
needs, and we are now seeing the consequences. The
Minister for Families and Children has a 24-hour police
station in her electorate that can no longer be open on
an a 24-hour basis, and she is trying to defend that. I
suggest to the minister that she put her energy towards
ensuring, as a minister sitting at the cabinet table, that in
the future Victoria Police has the resources it
requires — —
Mr Finn — You can’t allocate something you
haven’t got.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I thank Mr Finn for his — —

Wednesday, 21 October 2015

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Finn! Both sides!
Mr O’DONOHUE — We have a most concerning
development where 24-hour police stations in various
locations are being forced to shut, often at 11.00 p.m.,
due to understaffing because of the lack of resources.
This is not just happening in metropolitan Melbourne.
We understand that the Stawell police station, a 24-hour
police station, is also closing at various times because
of a lack of resources and a lack of numbers to keep it
open 24 hours a day.
We have a growing population. We have growing
challenges with ice and family violence. The
government has so far failed to deliver to Victoria
Police the resources it needs to maintain operating
hours at a range of police stations and to provide the
resources for Victoria Police to grow and invest in our
growth corridors and other areas where additional
police are required.
I will touch on some of the initiatives that the
government says respond to Victoria Police’s
challenges. I am sure that government members will
touch on the custody officers program. We will have a
more fulsome debate when that legislation, which is
being debated in the other place this week, comes
before the house, but I will touch on it briefly. At a
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing, the
Minister for Police, Mr Noonan, said that he looked
forward to the recruitment and deployment of custody
officers early in the 2015–16 year. In his press release
of 5 May he said that custody officers will be deployed
this year.
Here we are in October; the custody officers legislation
has not passed the Parliament, the training has not
begun and the first deployment will not take place until
next year. The timetable was set by the government —
not 18 months or two years ago while in opposition but
just a few months ago in government, with the
resources of government and the full knowledge of and
full briefing on all the issues around implementation.
Already, according to its own benchmarks of just a few
months ago, the government has failed. The custody
officer program is behind time already.
The minister promised before the election, and
reaffirmed that promise in January, to upgrade the
country radio system at a cost of $10 million. We learnt
in the budget the true cost of that program: $35 million.
Where does the minister expect Victoria Police to find
the money? Is the minister providing the $35 million to
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Victoria Police through the budget? No. Because of the
minister’s inability to properly cost the project, with a
cost blowout from $10 million to $35 million, the
government is providing only $11 million and forcing
Victoria Police to reprioritise $23 million. At a time
when 24-hour police stations cannot open for 24 hours
a day and there is a brand-new police station that is
closed to the public, provides no counter service and is
a police building not a police station, the minister is
expecting the chief commissioner to cover the
minister’s financial blunders to the tune of
$23.8 million. It is an absolute disgrace. If the minister
cannot get his maths right and cannot properly cost a
project, he should not expect the chief commissioner to
pick up the tab and find the money, particularly at a
time when the police have not been given the budget
they need to respond to the challenges that they have.
This takes me to the next point. I will pick up a
previous interjection from Ms Shing on Homesafe,
Labor’s late-night transport plan.
Ms Shing — No, my interjection was not about that.
Don’t verbal me!
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am getting to it,
Ms Shing — don’t worry.
Homesafe, costed conservatively, according to the
Premier — $50 million, no problem. It turns out in the
budget that the government was out by $33 million. A
$50 million project was costed at $83 million. What
about the PSOs for Homesafe? Will they be on all
stations, as was coalition policy on late-night train
services? No. The government has rolled back the PSO
policy — as part of Homesafe, PSOs will only be
available at premium stations.
In summary the government has done little. It has failed
to make policing a priority when it comes to the budget
and to providing the chief commissioner with the
resources he needs. The things the government has tried
to do it has not done on budget or on time. Rather than
taking responsibility for that and delivering the
resources needed, particularly with the country radio
program, it is forcing the chief commissioner to find the
money. It is an absolute disgrace to force the chief
commissioner to find $23 million when the police
budget is under pressure and challenge from a range of
competing priorities.
I will make a final point about the challenges Victoria
Police confronts, and Minister Noonan confirmed it
today in question time in the Assembly. The two-up
policy is creating resourcing challenges for Victoria
Police. I do not second-guess, and it is not my position
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to second-guess the decisions of the chief
commissioner. The operational environment has
significantly changed, and we have seen numerous
examples of heightened threats to Victoria Police. What
has Labor done to respond to the resource implications
of the two-up policy? It has been put to me that the
resource implications equate to hundreds of extra police
officers. What has Labor done? It has not provided, on
the most recent figures, even one extra police officer in
Victoria. There were 13 151 in November 2014; in
June 2015, the most recent figures available, there were
13 151 — not one extra police officer.
At a time when the Premier could find hundreds of
millions of dollars not to build a road, $20 million for a
new logo and money for a range of other priorities that
are a much lower priority than community safety,
Victoria Police is not being provided with the resources
and the investment it requires. It is time that Labor got
its priorities right. It is time that Labor gave Victoria
Police the resources it needs to respond to the changed
operating environment and to the challenges of ice,
family violence and terrorism, as well as to the
challenges of a growing community. I call on
government members to articulate how the government
is going to provide those extra resources and that extra
investment that Victoria Police needs.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — In response to
today’s motion on police resources, I will start with the
indisputable facts. Under the coalition crime went up.
The prison population exploded, with more people
returning to prison following their release more often.
Crime across Victoria rose every single year of the
Liberal-Nationals government. This followed years of
decline under the previous Labor government. In the
coalition’s four years we had crime in Victoria
increasing by 20 per cent. Crime against the person was
up by nearly one-third and drug crimes were up by
75 per cent. With crime going up, it was astonishing to
many that the Victoria Police budget was going down.
Police officers were being forced to do more work with
less support and fewer resources. Slogans and titles do
not make up for an absence of good, effective policy
and resourcing, particularly in the area of policing and
with the irrefutable statistics before us.
I am happy to take up Mr O’Donohue’s invitation to
use the debate on this motion to outline the Andrews
government’s plans for restoring our policing system.
The Andrews Labor government will return hundreds
of police to the beat as part of its $226.2 million plan to
keep our community safe. The plan will get them out of
offices and onto the streets where they are needed and
indeed meant to be. This plan was detailed in our first
budget and demonstrates our commitment to give
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Victorian police the resources they need to do their jobs
effectively. It is a pretty popular policy when I visit
police stations with watch houses. It means those
officers are no longer going to be forced to babysit
those prisoners. In fact they can get back onto the beat
and do the job they were drawn to in the first place.
Labor has a pretty good track record of delivering
Victoria Police the resources it needs. In the May
2010–11 state budget Labor committed to and funded
1966 additional police for the front line. While the
opposition often claims credit for these officers, they
were funded by the previous Labor government. In the
first budget of the Andrews Labor government we
delivered a record $2.5 billion police budget. This is an
increase of 3.2 per cent.
Before his resignation, respected former Chief
Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, said:
We have spent the past four years being tough on crime.
Perhaps it is time that we changed the debate to get smart on
crime. Last election [2010] turned into a Dutch auction on
police numbers. First it was 1500 then it was 1600 then 1700
and 940 protective service officers.
But not once did anyone come to police command and ask
what was best for the organisation.

Ms Crozier — I don’t think that’s right.
Ms SYMES — I was directly quoting the former
commissioner of police, Ken Lay. I can provide
Ms Crozier with the quote.
Labor is committed to taking this advice. It is a
simplistic argument to link population growth with the
requirement for additional police. It is not an argument
we would use in any other field. We certainly do not
use it in the case of nurses, for instance. We will work
with Victoria Police to hear what resources it needs,
rather than getting into a police numbers bidding war
now or on the eve of an election. At any one time there
are 400 police babysitting prisoners in police cells.
Addressing this was a Labor commitment before the
election that was matched by the coalition government
just a couple of weeks before the election last year. As I
have indicated, the creation of custody officers will
release 400 frontline police back into the community
where they can focus on tackling crime and keeping the
community safe.
In less than 12 months since coming to government we
have committed to an increase of over 600 police
personnel. I will detail those now. In addition to the
redeployment of 400 police officers by virtue of the
police custody officers policy, we will add more than
170 police personnel to implement the Homesafe trial,
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which is the 24-hour public transport program for
Friday and Saturday nights. These staff will work
throughout the night at stations and, importantly, on the
trains to make sure that commuters get home safely.
There will be additional sworn officers as part of the
newly established Corrections Victoria serious sex
offenders unit. This unit responds to risks posed by
serious sex offenders. There are an additional 15 sworn
members to address community need in the
Geelong-Bellarine region, which I am sure Mr Ramsay
will come to. We have eight additional forensic
scientists going to the forensic drug branch to help
police. These scientists provide police with vital
intelligence to track down drug dealers and close drug
labs. These police personnel reflect the need for a
modern police force that responds to what Victoria
Police identifies as emerging areas of crime.
Much has been said about the opening hours of some
stations, and I will touch on that briefly. I concur with
Minister Mikakos in that I would not like to be
questioning operational decisions of police except in
terms of how they affect me and my family, and I
question putting police officers at the front counter of a
police station in a country town or a suburb. I have
never gone to a police station to seek help at 3 o’clock
in the morning. People normally call the police, so it is
better if those police are out in their cars patrolling the
streets. Fortunately I have had very few occasions when
I have had to call for police assistance, but the couple of
times I have been in that situation they have come
pretty quickly because they were in their cars and near
where I was. This is not because they were waiting
behind the desk for a call or for someone to walk in and
ask a question.
Another aspect of our comprehensive policy on
policing and listening to police is our commitment to
deliver a secure digital radio network across Victoria.
Then acting chief commissioner, Tim Cartwright,
mentioned at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings earlier this year that this was his
no. 1 priority in giving police the resources they need.
More than the resourcing and logistics of operational
policing, this is a way of committing to a plan that
addresses the root causes of crime.
One such area is that of family violence, which is
absorbing an extraordinary number of police hours. I
commend our modern police force for the way it
responds to family violence. I have had the opportunity
to speak to officers working in family violence
divisions and this work is not the second cousin of
police work that it used to be. It is a career decision for
many police officers now and they see it as an
important function for a police officer. It is a unit that is
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attracting high-calibre, talented officers. I thank them
for their work in that sector. It is obviously very
important due to the demand; during 2014 Victoria
Police attended to over 60 000 family violence incident
reports.
With family violence constituting 40 per cent of police
work, it is important to look at not just policies that are
police related but policies that go across government
areas that can also help to prevent family violence from
happening. Labor appointed Australia’s first ever
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence to put a
title to a real issue that was taken up by the Labor
opposition and the now Premier, Daniel Andrews. We
are also delivering Australia’s first Royal Commission
into Family Violence. It is investigating the entire
system from the ground up, and we are hoping it will
give us the answers we need to change our broken
support system. Hopefully this will in turn take some
pressure off our hardworking police, and we look
forward to receiving recommendations by the end of
year.
We are also trialling security upgrades for families at
risk, including duress alarms and CCTV. This will have
a direct impact on police resourcing as well because it
can reduce call-outs, it can make women feel safer,
there will be less false alarms and there will be
deterrents to keep perpetrators away from victims, so in
turn that will hopefully reduce some of the burden on
our police officers. These things are true crime
prevention initiatives.
The other issue I want to touch on briefly is the other
blight on our community. It is destroying lives as well
as absorbing police resources, social resources and
family resources, and it is causing havoc across
Victoria, particularly in country Victoria. It is the
prevalence of ice use. The number of ice-related deaths
has more than tripled in the past three years. Upon
coming to office the Labor government was very quick
to act and has now delivered the Ice Action Plan,
developed with the input of Victoria Police. There is an
investment of $45.5 million for targeted and strategic
responses, focused on getting to the root cause and
delivering solutions that will turn this mess around.
Some of the policy outcomes connected to that are new
offences, new penalties and more resources for police.
We are investing $17.7 million for new drug and booze
buses, which will also result in 200 000 random
roadside drug tests over the next two years. Users of ice
are driving on our roads as we speak. One in 10 people
who are drug tested are coming up with illicit drugs in
their system, so not only will this investment hopefully
detect more drug-affected drivers but it will also have
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the other effect of deterring drug users from getting
behind the wheel because there will be a very obvious
presence on our roads of booze buses and police trying
to stamp out this dangerous practice. I have already
mentioned the additional staff for the forensic drug
branch, and they are going to help close down
clandestine drug labs more quickly. That is an outline
of some of things we are doing in this space.
Coming back to the motion, specifically in relation to
police numbers, the recently tabled Victoria Police
annual report in itself disproves the premise of this
motion. If you look at page 68 of the report, it shows
that on 30 June 2015 there were 13 151.7 full-time
equivalent police officers, 1186.7 full-time equivalent
protective services officers and 2698.8 full-time
equivalent unsworn Victoria public service (VPS)
employees. This is an increase of 137.6 sworn staff and
107.8 VPS staff and reservists, or a total of
245.4 additional police personnel compared to 30 June
in the previous year.
Labor has plans. We have already commenced
delivering many of those for police. We are about real
action, delivering measurable and effective results for
our valued police personnel and the community.
Ultimately we want to make Victoria more safe. I
always welcome discussions about crime safety and
police, but this motion as it stands is really scraping the
bottom of the barrel, and I will not be supporting it.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak to this excellent motion
that has been put forward by Mr O’Donohue. This
motion notes that when the coalition left government
there were 13 151 equivalent full-time sworn police
officers in Victoria and that as of June 2015 those exact
same numbers remain. It also notes the failures of the
Andrews Labor government to add any additional
police, despite the fact that we know our population is
increasing by close to 100 000 people each year.
That is a really important point which I will return to in
a moment, but to go to other elements of the motion, it
talks about the priorities of this government in spending
money on compensation not to build a road, meaning
the east–west link. The need for that road is becoming
more evident each and every day. When I speak to
people out in the south-eastern suburbs they tell me
about this. In fact I had somebody come to visit me
today, and it took 1 hour and 40 minutes for them to get
from Berwick to the Parliament this morning. Finally,
the motion notes that the failure of Labor to invest in
more police stands in stark contrast to the coalition’s
record of 1900 additional police and 950 protective
services officers during its term in office.
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As Mr O’Donohue rightly pointed out, there are
challenges within our community that we as a
community face and that certainly the police have to
deal with each and every day — in fact they are dealing
with these situations each minute. Ms Symes made
reference to the ice scourge. She acknowledged the
increase in ice addiction and the associated issues and
problems that ice is causing. It is leading to dramatic
violent activity by ice users and resulting in terrible
crimes. There are stories of ice addicts going into our
hospitals and abusing doctors, nurses, police officers
and paramedics, so it is a real problem. Ice is a dreadful
problem of the modern era. Other issues of the modern
era that we are seeing too frequently are the threat of
terrorism and family violence, which is an area of
particular concern to me as the shadow Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence.
The police — that is, the men and women who do a
terrific job in keeping our community safe — face those
challenges each and every day in Victoria, and they
need to be recognised and supported. Governments of
any persuasion need to give police the capacity and
powers to enforce the law. Once that breaks down, all
hell breaks loose. If you have a weakened police force
or do not give the police force appropriate levels of
support in resourcing or other assistance, it can lead to
many difficulties, as we know.
I was pleased to be part of a government that delivered
an additional 1900 police. We said we would get
1700 police into the force, and we delivered 1900, as
well as 950 protective services officers, as the motion
states. They are additional policemen and policewomen
who are protecting Victorians each and every day.
Lack of planning is becoming a bit of a theme with this
government — with Labor governments all round,
actually. They govern for today. We are seeing it just
11 months in, and you can tell by the comments. To
digress slightly from the motion and talk about the
issues of today, the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel has no
business case and no money behind it. The government
is going out — goodness knows what it is announcing
tomorrow — and taking on large projects, when we
know it does not have a tremendously strong record on
delivering large and complex projects, and this is
another example. To not have a business case and to
have no funding behind it is extraordinary. I am not
surprised by the lack of planning for our increasing
population and the challenges that need to be met by
police.
Returning to the area of family violence and looking at
the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
and Victoria Police protocol for family violence
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referrals, the police have a huge number of challenges.
We know the numbers have gone up in recent times,
and they have done so for a number of reasons. People
are more confident in reporting, and there is greater
attention in the community with the likes of Rosie Batty
and the campaign she is undertaking, bravely raising
awareness right across the country. I commend her for
her actions. We also have the Victorian Royal
Commission into Family Violence, which is allowing
people to report their issues to police, so the police are
experiencing an increase in demand, as one would
expect.
If you look at the protocols, you see that the police have
to go through a risk and threat assessment. The protocol
states:
The Victoria Police code of practice for the investigation of
family violence states that police will respond to and take
action on any family violence incident reported to them. The
action taken is based on an assessment of the risks and threats,
regardless of whether the affected family member makes a
verbal complaint or written statement.
The risk assessment tool used by police is compatible with the
common risk assessment and risk management framework …
used by family violence services funded by DHHS.

If you go through the protocol further, you see that for
these risk assessments and referrals there are flowcharts
that show how the police assessments are done, the
action or the contact and then the service response.
They are complex and necessary responses and actions
by the police in relation to the family violence incidents
being reported to them. Those numbers are on the
increase, as I said. Here in Victoria and across the
country there is one incident every 8 minutes or so
being reported to police, so there is huge demand on
our police from that issue alone.
There is an expectation from the community and from
women or whoever is reporting family violence; it does
not matter whether it is a man, woman or child.
Whoever is reporting incidents of family violence needs
to be taken seriously, and the reports need to be acted
upon. The police need to respond appropriately, get the
services to those individuals and ensure that they are
safe from harm’s way. The police do a tremendous job,
but they cannot do it if those numbers are increasing on
top of all their other demands. Police stations are being
closed and protocols, policies, legislation and other
government demands are putting constraints on the
police force.
To look at what is happening, I go to the crime statistics
released in June. The June figures from the Victorian
Crime Statistics Agency for the 12 months to March
2015 show that 69 442 family-related incidents were
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recorded, an increase of 8.2 per cent. There were
1166.9 family-related incidents per 100 000 people, up
6.2 per cent. If there is a population increase of
100 000 people each year, you can expect those figures
to go up, as is pretty evident. The total number of
recorded offences rose from 452 209 to 458 027.
Stalking, harassment and threatening behaviour
offences rose from 10 686 to 11 936, an increase of
11.7 per cent. Theft offences declined, which was good
news, as did robbery offences, but breaches of orders
rose by 48.1 per cent. Those increases — for whatever
reasons they are occurring — are significant in relation
to the motion we are talking about, because they
demonstrate that we need additional resources.
As I mentioned, the Labor government has put into
place not one extra police officer, and I do not know
what it expects the community to do. The government’s
recent stance on Ashburton police station is
unbelievably hypocritical. As from 20 September the
Ashburton police station is only open on Tuesdays and
Thursdays from 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m., despite a
campaign by a number of Labor Party members,
including a former Assembly member for Burwood,
Bob Stensholt, who lost that seat on this issue.
This was a huge issue in Ashburton in 2010. Hundreds
and hundreds of people put their signatures to a petition
calling for Ashburton police station to remain open, and
Bob Stensholt lost his seat as a result. Now he is the
chief of staff to the Minister for Police. He ran a
campaign during the federal election with the Assembly
member for Bendigo East, Wesa Chau and a couple of
others to keep the police station open. That petition,
despite everything that was being promised by the
coalition government, was handed to the Assembly
member for Burwood, Graham Watt, three days before
the unveiling of the coalition’s promise, which it
delivered, to have Ashburton police station open seven
days a week between 9.00 a.m. and 5.00 p.m.
Now it has been cut to just two days a week, Tuesdays
and Thursdays. As I said, the former member who ran
that campaign and who is now the chief of staff to the
police minister should know better. It is an absolute
disgrace when we have family violence issues on the
rise. Where do the people of Ashburton, Burwood and
the surrounding areas go? They want to attend a police
station to speak to someone so those very important
family violence protocols can be followed.
In conclusion, although I could speak for a lot longer on
this important motion, this is a very good motion put to
the house today by Mr O’Donohue. Unfortunately I do
not have the luxury of time, but I commend him for
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moving this motion, and I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to be able to make a very small contribution to this
debate in the little amount of time we have left today. I
thank Ms Crozier for leaving me with 3 minutes to
make a contribution to the debate on the very good
motion moved by Ed O’Donohue. It was a delight to
have Mr O’Donohue in Colac a couple of weeks ago
with the Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of
Polwarth, Richard Riordan, who committed, if elected
to Parliament, to a new 24-hour police station in Colac.
The current police station is an essential piece of
infrastructure that has aged and is now at the end of its
useful life.
As Ms Crozier did, I acknowledge the importance of
policing, particularly in the Colac region, given the
escalation of the use of methamphetamines, or ice as
we know it. I was really pleased to see the Liberal
candidate for Polwarth, Richard Riordan, announce a
new ice action plan for the Colac district if and when he
is elected to the Legislative Assembly. That makes two
important announcements in the Colac region over the
last few weeks by this candidate and the shadow
Minister for Police, Mr O’Donohue.
I will take this opportunity to briefly talk about policing
in the Bellarine and Geelong districts. As we know, and
as Ms Crozier and Mr O’Donohue both indicated, the
incidence of crime and robbery on the Bellarine has
increased significantly to levels not seen in the area’s
history. We suspect some of that might be taking place
in the region’s emerging satellite suburbs, like
Armstrong Creek, which is testament to the fact that we
need more police on the Bellarine and more police in
the Geelong region. Superintendent Darryl Clifton
indicated to us that there has been an escalation of
serious crime in the Geelong region. He is able to
allocate only the resources he is given by the
government to cover the large section of western
Victoria in the Geelong command district.
It is interesting to note that prior to the last election the
member for Bellarine in the Legislative Assembly, Lisa
Neville, committed to staffing three police stations on
the Bellarine — Drysdale, Point Lonsdale and
Queenscliff — with 16-hour police services. As we
now know, she has not been able to deliver that
commitment. In fact she is trying to wriggle her way
out of fulfilling the promise she made to the Bellarine
community and is starting to make noises about it being
the responsibility of police command.
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We know that police command is wanting to, as
Ms Symes indicated, apply resources where they best
meet purpose and certainly to patrols rather than
leaving police stuck in police stations. In fact with the
new two-man requirement, if Ms Neville were to be
successful in having police resources tied up, we might
end up with a situation in which two police persons
would be staffing small police stations for 16 hours,
which would in effect take police resources off patrol.
To my mind if some of those police stations receive
only one or two inquiries per day, that would tie up the
resources of two police in those little country police
stations, taking them away from patrols. This seems to
me to be a ridiculous waste of resources. That was the
commitment Lisa Neville made before the election, and
I will be interested to see if she is able to stick to that
promise down the track.
Ms Crozier indicated that the use of illicit drugs,
particularly crystal meth, is a problem right across
Victoria, and I concur.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I am afraid that I must interrupt, as disappointed as I am
to do so, to go to statements on reports and papers.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Goulburn Valley Health: report 2014–15
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak on the Goulburn Valley Health annual report
for 2014–15 entitled Healthy Communities. Normally
we would say that it gives us pleasure to stand and
speak on such a report, and while this is a very well
put together report — Goulburn Valley Health has a
fantastic board, or it did have a fantastic board until
this government started to mess with it, along with a
tremendous CEO — it is disappointing to read on
page 5, alongside a picture of the gorgeous Aimee
Howarth, who works in early childhood intervention
services at the hospital, a section on hospital
self-sufficiency. It reads:
The current level of self-sufficiency (the percentage of people
from the hospital catchment area that receive services from
the hospital) is low at 73 per cent.

That means that more than one in four people from the
Goulburn Valley Health catchment area who present at
the hospital need to access health services elsewhere.
By elsewhere, the alternative could be hundreds of
kilometres away — it could be in Melbourne or it could
be in Bendigo — and 27 per cent of all people in the
Goulburn Valley Health catchment area need to access
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health services elsewhere. Goulburn Valley Health
aims to grow its level of self-sufficiency to 86 per cent
over the next 10 years, and the report says that 86 per
cent is equivalent to self-sufficiency levels at other
regional health services.
Self-sufficiency is very low at Goulburn Valley Health
at the moment at 73 per cent, and that really does
highlight the need for a redevelopment of its
Shepparton campus hospital, but Goulburn Valley
Health does not seem to have the attention of the
government at the moment. The government
announced in June, about 18 or 19 weeks ago, that it
would set up a committee to give the community input
into a redevelopment. It was only after I raised the fact
that three months had passed that the government
finally advertised for members. Applications for
membership closed on 18 September, and five weeks
later people still have not heard whether their
applications have been received or whether they are to
be interviewed or part of the advisory group.
People in Shepparton are not confident that this
government will redevelop our hospital. Even the
member for Shepparton in the Assembly has conceded
that the government will not invest in our hospital. She
has called on the coalition to commit to stage 1 of the
hospital at the next election. The coalition committed to
stage 1 at the last election, and our commitment is on
the record to redevelop Goulburn Valley Health. The
only people who do not have a commitment to that
hospital are members of the current Labor government.
Getting back to the annual report and the low
self-sufficiency at 73 per cent, when we look behind
what constitutes that 73 per cent, we find an even more
disappointing story. Only 41 per cent of locals can
access general medicine services at the hospital; renal
medicine is as low as 39 per cent; medical oncology,
lower again at 38 per cent; interventional cardiology is
at zero, we do not have cardiology services in
Shepparton; general surgery, only 52 per cent;
orthopaedics, as low as 34 per cent, so 66 per cent of
people are having to access orthopaedic services
outside Shepparton, maybe hundreds of kilometres
away; and gynaecology, 31 per cent, so 69 per cent of
women are having to go outside the area to get those
services. This highlights the need for redevelopment. It
also shows that the government is underinvesting in
health services in Shepparton.
This week I have raised a number of issues around the
failure to appoint members to the advisory committee
and whether the government will get that up and going
in time for them to have input. Certainly if the
government were considering funding stage 1 in next
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year’s budget, the business case needs would need to be
completed by December, and we are not going to see
much input from a community advisory group that has
not even been appointed yet.
I have also raised the need for publicly funded
radiotherapy services in Shepparton. We are the only
one of the top five regional cities in Victoria that does
not have access to publicly funded radiography services
within our own community. They are available at
Wodonga, Bendigo, Geelong, Ballarat and
Warrnambool — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Ms Lovell’s time has expired.

Auditor-General: Delivering Services to Citizens
and Consumers via Devices of Personal
Choice — Phase 2
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Auditor-General’s report Delivering
Services to Citizens and Consumers via Devices of
Personal Choice — Phase 2. The digital age has not
arrived yet, it would seem. While there appears to be a
view that the citizenry of Melbourne is up for digital
service delivery, it would appear that the Victorian
public sector is not aligned with this goal. Maybe it is
because of a lack of up-to-date software, hardware and
technology, or that legal constraint — for instance,
proof of identity requirements — insufficient
information technology systems and inefficient
back-office processes have stymied many government
agencies from moving forward.
The logical conclusion would be to move towards a
single identity card for all citizens. This is without
doubt a hot political issue, as most of us in the chamber
will remember the furore caused during the Keating
Labor government’s time in office when it was first
proposed. The civil libertarians went berserk. However,
some government agencies are up to the mark. For
instance, if you asked the average person whether they
would rather get in a line at VicRoads and wait their
turn to access services or access those services online
from the comfort of their own home or office, I am
pretty certain the answer would be the latter. In fact
VicRoads has a great digital service and most people
are happy with it.
There are some other agencies which have embraced
the delivery of digital services. Licensing of vehicles,
public housing applications and working with children
checks can all be accessed online, which is definitely
more efficient.
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The report states:
Not all departments and agencies had baseline digital service
delivery performance targets. They also displayed different
approaches and levels of maturity in implementing
monitoring and reporting approaches to measure their digital
service delivery performance.

On that basis we are not ready to fully automate our
service delivery, but it would seem that a fair number of
agencies are providing fast, efficient and cost-effective
services to the people who know what they want and
how to get it.
The Auditor-General has made some recommendations
that talk about consultation and collaboration between
departments and agencies with a view to identifying an
integrated process of proof of identity verification. This
should enable a clear strategy to be implemented for
future digital service delivery programs. The
recommendations from this report should apply across
the board to all Victorian departments and agencies.
The implementation of a statewide digital service
delivery program will not happen without its
imprimatur.

Hesse Rural Health: report 2015
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on Hesse Rural Health service’s
annual report. I want to do so because this health
service is very close to my heart and my home — in
fact it covers health services to Rokewood, Beeac,
Winchelsea, Moriac and Bannockburn. Compared to
other health services across Victoria, it is a small health
service. The service is now 21 years old and is a
community initiative to sustain health service delivery
in the rural areas which I have identified, and it
demonstrates with excellence how health care provided
in the local community is essential to rural wellbeing.
My statement will focus on how a small health service
can provide excellent health care to the areas that I have
identified, within its budget, and how it prioritises
different health services, including aged care and
dementia in particular. Given the service’s geography,
it has quite a large aged-care population within its
service delivery area, and it is pleasing to see that the
quality of care that Hesse Rural Health Service is
providing is second to none.
I congratulate the service’s president, John Carr, and
CEO, Peter Birkett, on a wonderful year, as indicated in
the annual report. It is interesting to note that while
many health services are struggling under budgetary
constraints and pressures, Hesse healthcare service in
2011 was showing a deficit over $500 000 in operating
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costs, yet in 2015 its deficit had shrunk to $63 000.
Obviously there has been very tight fiscal management
within the service itself as well as providing and
expanding its health services, so what a credit to the
service. The staff, the upper management and the
volunteers all play a significant role in the service.
With the extension of natural gas to Winchelsea, the
duplication of the highway and the growth corridor that
that will provide in relation to population shift, the
health service is able to expand next door. Having the
hospital auxiliary close by adds significant support to
the service. Members of the hospital auxiliary are very
active in their volunteer work providing supplementary
funding, a range of activities right across the service
area and general support to the board and the staff at the
Hesse health service. The service itself set up a
consumer and community advisory committee which
provides direct linkages from the community to the
board. That has been very successful since its
implementation.
The work the service has been doing in relation to its
aged-care reforms has been recognised not only within
the local health service area but also by the government
and the department. A number of awards have been
received by Hesse health service in relation to its work
in aged care and the reforms it carried through.
I do not want to spend a lot of time on this report
tonight, but I want to acknowledge the work that the
service has done and acknowledge that the input from
the local community has been part of the success and
the significant reforms the service has made. Regarding
accreditation the community care common standards
are a national safety — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Ombudsman: investigation into allegations of
improper conduct by officers of VicRoads
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I would like
to speak on the Victorian Ombudsman’s investigation
into allegations of improper conduct by officers of
VicRoads, a report which identifies an embedded
culture of the VicRoads transport safety services unit
ignoring the legislation that we the public entrust them
to enforce to uphold road safety. I thank the
Ombudsman and her team for investigating this serious
problem and bringing it to the Parliament’s attention
through this report.
This investigation came as a result of a protected
disclosure complaint referred by IBAC to the
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Ombudsman’s office in 2014. The complaint alleged
that it is ‘normal practice’ for VicRoads transport safety
services staff caught speeding in VicRoads vehicles to
avoid a fine by claiming unjustifiable exemptions —
basically, that some VicRoads staff within the transport
safety services team are breaking Victorian road rules
with impunity.
The Victorian road rules that restrict speeding are in
place to protect the safety of the Victorian public. They
are not in place for rogue operators to ignore when they
see fit. Road safety should be every single road user’s
priority. What is most disconcerting is that the
investigation found that the allegation was
substantiated. It found that enforcement officers
routinely exceeded the set speed limit in VicRoads
vehicles, not displaying lights or sirens, which is a
special exemption under the road safety rules. Even
more disconcerting is that the process for investigating
infringements and approving exemptions for the
offending officers has been highlighted as seriously
deficient. When exemptions were granted, they were
approved with minimal or no evidence or rationale.
I was shocked to read that those in charge of leading the
team — senior staff — were not even aware of the road
laws that clearly stipulate that sirens and lights are
necessary. ‘Worried’ is not the right term. How can we
expect those in the transport safety services team,
which is responsible for ensuring that road users uphold
the law, to perform their roles effectively if they are not
aware of the rules they must themselves abide by?
I wish to highlight two points which are taken directly
from the report:
… VicRoads enforcement officers bore no consequences
despite committing offences for which any member of the
public would get a ticket and points off their licence.

and:
VicRoads should be leading the way on road safety, and
public servants should not forget that they lead by example.

I could not agree more. This ‘normal practice’ of
exempting without adequate investigation VicRoads
staff issued with infringements while driving VicRoads
enforcement vehicles needs to end immediately. This
culture of entitlement is putting the safety of Victorians
at risk when on the roads. The Ombudsman has made
four recommendations to VicRoads, and I hope these
recommendations have been put in place. I am eager to
see a follow-up report on this investigation. I commend
the report to the house.
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Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2015–16
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise this
evening to speak on the budget papers for this year. I
think it is somewhat of a truism to say that Labor
cannot handle money. We know that wherever Labor
goes — whichever state, whether it be Victoria, the
commonwealth or elsewhere — debt and economic
calamity will follow. We just have to go back to the
days of the Cain and Kirner governments here in
Victoria when, if Victoria were a company, it would
have gone into liquidation and members of the cabinet
would have been locked up. To this day many people
are of the view that they should have been. The
governments of that time left Victoria in a state of
economic ruin and budgetary disaster. That is
something that Labor repeats over and over again. It is
a pattern that we have to get used to, it seems. The
Labor Party gets in and stuffs things up. The Liberal
Party gets in and fixes them. Then Labor gets in and
stuffs things up, and on it goes.
The Bracks and Brumby governments were well and
truly on their way to a repeat performance of the
Cain-Kirner years when they were turfed out in 2010.
Now, after less than one year of the Andrews-Barber
government, we have a situation where the government
just seems to have no budgetary restraint or economic
responsibility at all. Can one begin to imagine the
impact on the budget of a $1 billion hit for cancelling a
project that is so desperately needed by so many
people?
I ask members to consider for a moment those items in
the budget that could have been boosted with that up to
$1 billion that was thrown away by the current
government in an attempt to save a few seats in the
inner city. It is just beyond comprehension how any
government could be so irresponsible. You would not
think even a Labor government could be that
irresponsible. But sure enough, it most certainly is.
Just a few weeks ago I asked the Treasurer about
another side of the impact of that decision — that is, the
value to the Victorian economy of thousands of people
sitting in traffic jams night and day. He got back to me
yesterday with not even an attempt to answer the
question. He rabbited on about a number of potential
projects that may or may not happen, but he made no
attempt to put a value on the time of those tens of
thousands, if not hundreds of thousands, of Victorians
who are stuck in traffic, as I have said, on a daily basis,
morning and night.
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It is time that this government got serious. It is time that
members of the Andrews-Barber government came to
the realisation that they are actually running the
show — that they are actually responsible for much of
what is going on in this state. They might like to deny
it, but they in fact have a moral obligation to run this
show in the best interests of Victorians — and they are
not living up to that. That is something that every
Victorian knows. Even the government’s own people
know. You can see by the internal ruminations of the
ALP exactly how the true believers feel about a
government that is so big on waste and that is so big on
economic vandalism.
This is the most ideologically hardline left-wing
government we have had in the history of Victoria. It
makes Joan Kirner look like a softie. It is making a
mess of the state, and I have absolutely no doubt that,
the way things are going, by the time we get the
opportunity to take over again in 2018, Victoria will be
floating face down in the pool.

Victoria Legal Aid: report 2014–15
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise this
afternoon to speak on the annual report of Victoria
Legal Aid entitled Helping Victorians with their Legal
Problems. I have spoken on a number of occasions in
this place on the Victoria Legal Aid organisation, as I
take a particular interest in its progress and what it does,
it being a very important aspect of our legal and justice
system here in Victoria. Victoria Legal Aid is at the
coalface of the justice system, and it is there supporting
our most vulnerable citizens.
In the limited time that I have to speak on this report I
would like to focus on family violence, an area where
legal aid plays a crucial role. It is no secret that the
organisation suffered financially as a result of the
previous Liberal-Nationals government, and the
impacts were very clear to see. It was a significant piece
in the puzzle of what was failing in our justice system
under the previous government.
Members in the chamber may recall and may have
read — I know many on this side of the chamber have
read it — the Auditor-General’s report tabled in August
last year entitled Access to Legal Aid. The report was
on legal aid services in Victoria. At that time I spoke on
that report, and it was a report that was very critical of
the previous government’s continued cuts to Victoria
Legal Aid’s budget, severely limiting its ability to
provide crucial support in our communities, particularly
in the area of family violence. Due to the severe cuts,
there was an increasing number of family law matters
in the courts where the participants were without legal
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representation. On occasions when family violence
issues were before the courts, the proceedings included
victims of severe family violence being questioned by
the perpetrator of that violence.
As stated on page 4 of the annual report, the
organisation plays an important role in delivering
information, advice and legal representation to women,
men and children who are affected by family violence.
To take money away from Legal Aid is to take money
away from the fight against family violence.
During the reporting period, Victoria Legal Aid made a
two-year multimillion-dollar commitment to provide
more legal services to people affected by family
violence. I congratulate it on this initiative. This is
absolutely in line with this government’s approach to
tackling domestic violence. It goes without saying that
legal aid is an important ally in fighting this stain on our
society.
As further stated on page 4 of the report, Victoria Legal
Aid also made a submission to the Royal Commission
into Family Violence, which includes
35 recommendations to improve the legal response to
family violence. It is up to every single one of us to
fight against the continued prevalence of family
violence. In its submission Victoria Legal Aid points to
a whole range of areas that need to be improved.
It is also the role of government to support the fight
against family violence, and I am proud that this
government is putting its money where its mouth is. It
was only just last week that I had the great pleasure of
announcing a grant of $50 000 for Emma House
Domestic Violence Services in the south-west, which is
one of 28 recipients of the government’s Community
Legal Centre Assistance Fund. Emma House also
received a second grant of over $52 000 to provide for
the part-time employment of a solicitor — three days
per week — to address the increasing demand at the
Portland and Hamilton courts.
Victoria Legal Aid and our community legal centres
have a critical role to play in providing essential
services to disadvantaged and vulnerable Victorians.
The Andrews government knows this intimately and
will continue to support legal aid in the way
governments can and should. I commend the report to
the house. But I wish to raise in the house tonight that
there was a 19 per cent increase in the need for legal aid
services in the area of child protection and family
violence, and that is a very sore point indeed.
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Department of Health and Human Services:
report 2014–15
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — This
evening I would like to speak to the annual report for
2014–15 from the Victorian Department of Health and
Human Services. It is a large and comprehensive report,
and I will speak to elements of it. I note that the
foreword states that the department was established as
of 1 January, bringing together the staff and functions
of the former Department of Human Services,
Department of Health, and Sport and Recreation
Victoria. While I can see some benefits to that, it
nevertheless is a very large department. I have looked
through a number of areas and I cannot see how many
personnel are in the department as such, but I suppose
over time we will see how the department will function
with the new amalgamation.
Obviously the ongoing commitments of previous
governments are contained within this report. The
report states what the government’s intentions are. The
department’s responsibilities include health, ambulance
services, housing, disability, ageing, mental health,
families and children, youth, sport and recreation.
There are a number of areas I want to comment on with
regard to the past 12 months. One concerns something
that is outlined in the annual report, and that is the
expansion of the ‘no jab, no play’ commitment, the
legislation for which we will be debating in the house
again tomorrow. The annual report states that:
Legislation is to be introduced to change regulations around
immunisations. It will require children to be fully vaccinated
in order to attend child care and kindergarten.

This creates the perception that all children will be
vaccinated. However, we know that a number of
exemptions will apply, and therefore the statements that
have been made by the government are not in line with
the reality.
There are other issues in the report that I would like to
point out, including the new ban on smoking outdoors.
The previous Minister for Health, Mr Davis, is in the
chamber. He led a lot of those reforms, and that
antismoking bill had bipartisan support. Governments
of all persuasions have tried to decrease smoking rates
to protect the health of Victorians and in particular to
dissuade young people from taking up smoking in an
attempt to prevent many of the harmful and devastating
effects of smoking.
Another issue discussed in the annual report that I
would like to highlight is the 20th International AIDS
Conference, which was held in Melbourne last July. I
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believe this was the largest conference of its kind in the
state.
Mr Davis — In Australia.
Ms CROZIER — In Australia — I thank Mr Davis
for that correction. That is absolutely right. As
Mr Davis and I recall, that was a very sad time because
it coincided with the downing of Malaysia Airlines
flight MH17. Sadly some of the delegates coming to the
conference were lost in the bringing down of that plane.
Mr Davis — Shooting down of the plane.
Ms CROZIER — Shooting down of that plane,
exactly right. As we speak, we are finding out what
happened.
That was an extraordinary conference. It brought
together some terrific initiatives from around the world
to look at the progress that has been made over time
with regard to AIDS and HIV. It was very rewarding to
be involved as the Parliamentary Secretary for Health.
I will probably have to speak further on this report at a
later time because I have just noticed that I have only
40 seconds left. There are some figures in here that are
pertinent to my shadow portfolio responsibilities in
relation to child protection and family services. The
figure for the average number of children in
out-of-home care placements in 2014–15 was 8043,
whereas for the year previous, 2013–14, it was 7283.
There are many other figures with regard to child
protection that I will be watching very closely. The
government’s investment and the strategies it has put in
place to further protect children need to be
undertaken — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2015–16
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise tonight in this statements on reports and
papers section of the Council’s proceedings to consider
the state budget 2015–16 and in particular the section
that deals with local government. I draw the Council’s
attention to the table in the budget papers that lays out
state government payments to local councils across the
state. The table shows that in this year’s budget
$88 million less will be spent by the state government
on supporting municipal councils across the state. An
additional $50 million will be spent on the 10 interface
councils, but that still means there is a $38 million

3967

decrease in aggregate funding by state government of
local councils across the state.
In that context the government tabled a bill in the
Parliament today to set out its so-called rate capping
approach. It is clear from a close reading of the bill and
the second-reading speech that this is not rate capping
of the type that was promised by the government at the
last election. I will read from Labor’s promise made on
5 May 2014:
Victorian Labor will force councils to cap their rates at
consumer price index (CPI) and justify any further increases.

The CPI is a well-known figure. It is released by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics from time to time. The
last figure, for the period to 30 June this year, was a
1.1 per cent increase in the consumer price index in the
Melbourne area from the year before. On average there
has been a 3.8 per cent increase in council rate charges
across Victoria. That is a breach of the government’s
promise to cap rates at the CPI at the first hurdle — in
the first year. Make no mistake. The government
already has the power under section 185 of the Local
Government Act 1989 to cap rates as it sees fit. That is
a power that has been used before, so we know it
works, and it could have been used by the Minister for
Local Government, Natalie Hutchins, in this financial
year. Instead she breached the Labor Party’s promise
and allowed councils to increase rates beyond the CPI.
The Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015, which has been introduced into the lower
house, creates a whole new level of mischief. It is based
on a decision to create a new index: an average rate cap,
which is a new figure — not the CPI but a figure that is
adjusted above or below the change forecast by the
Department of Treasury and Finance. Flexibility
regarding other matters, such as wage pressures, is to be
taken into account where appropriate. This figure is
derived from a forecast by the Department of Treasury
and Finance — and I am quoting directly from the
second-reading speech — ‘plus or minus any
adjustment specified by the minister’. Let us be quite
clear what we are dealing with here: we are dealing
with a new index, a new concoction, a new bogus index
that is not the CPI, as was promised.
It is up to the minister what she declares. The minister
gets material from the Essential Services
Commission — and I will say more about it in a
moment — but then she makes a decision on the basis
of that concocted index which is not the CPI. The
community knows what the CPI is. It is information put
out by the Australian Bureau of Statistics. There is only
one CPI; there is not another bogus CPI that has been
created under this legislation by the Andrews Labor
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government in breach and direct defiance of its own
election promise.

current regional strategic planning model, so it has done
some reviews.

Let us go further on this and be quite clear about what
we are dealing with here. The Essential Services
Commission has brought forward a report. I suggest
people read this long report, but it is clear that it is
boffin-speak all the way through. This is an attempt to
defy the government’s election commitment to cap
rates at the CPI. It is an attempt to create a bogus new
index which is a way for the government to slide
forward from its election commitment and not actually
introduce what was promised. I have a lot of sympathy
for councils. By and large they do a very good job, and
it is very hard to keep their CPI-linked increases in
place if they are having money torn out hand over fist
by the state government. The Essential Services
Commission chose not to focus on state government
cuts. It was asked to. It did not have that in the terms of
reference, but it was specifically drawn to its attention
and it chose to cover up for the government’s cuts —
the country roads and bridges program, the cut overall
in aggregate funding — —

In another highlight it states that it facilitated regional
management forums led by departmental secretaries, so
it conducted some more forums. It supported Rural
Councils Victoria with networking. In another highlight
it collaborated with Regional Cities Victoria on a
framework, so, again, Labor has not done anything
since it has been in government. RDV also interacted
with regionally based businesses.

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

Regional Development Victoria:
report 2014–15
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My statement on
reports deals with the Regional Development Victoria
(RDV) annual report for 2014–15. This is quite a stark
report, where we have the final five months of the
coalition government mixed in with the first six months
of the Labor government. Under highlights of the
2014–15 year it talks about what regional development
is actually all about. It says:
Regional Development Victoria … worked throughout the
year to facilitate new investment, business growth and job
creation, infrastructure development, and coordinate delivery
of Victorian government regional development policy,
planning and programs.

It goes on to talk about the highlights of what it has
done. It says Regional Development Victoria used its
expertise to develop the legislation, regulation and
program design for the $500 million Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund. So far it has got that fund
organised but has not done anything about it. In the
next highlight it talks about the launch of the program,
so it has got the program organised, launched it but still
has not done anything. It then collaborated with diverse
regional stakeholders, including community groups and
industry organisations, so it had a chat with all the
stakeholders. Then it reviewed the effectiveness of the

Then we come to some initiatives of the coalition that
were in place. RDV continued to support structural
adjustment and growth through place-based initiatives
in the Goulburn Valley, the Latrobe Valley — both
coalition programs — and Greater Geelong regions.
Those industry adjustment programs were all begun
under the coalition. Now we are getting to the crux of
what RDV has been doing. It is still tagging on the back
of coalition programs. It supported the intermodal
freight terminal near Wodonga, which is another
coalition program. It helped Luv-a-Duck at Nhill and
Hardwick’s in Kyneton, which are both coalition
programs. It goes through a range of other coalition
programs, where the RDV has actually done something.
As for any initiative that actually might have helped
some regional business, there is absolutely nothing in
the annual report.
Towards the end of the highlights is the biggest doozy
of all. As a highlight the report says RDV was able to
attract over 10 000 visitors to the 2015 Regional
Victoria Living Expo. Again, all this work was done,
and all Regional Development Victoria had to do was
turn up and welcome the people to:
… a three-day event at the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Centre that showcased the benefits of living and
investing in rural and regional Victoria.

The reason this is such a doozy is that the government
has given regional and rural councils absolutely no
assurance that the living expo is going to be held again
in 2016 and beyond, without realising that with these
delays the government is nearly condemning the expo
to its death simply because councils are being given no
time at all to be able to plan and block out the dates
necessary for next year. If the government were serious
about ensuring that the Regional Victoria Living
Expo — a highlight in the 2015 annual report — is
replicated in 2016 and beyond, it should effectively
have already locked in the date and secured this expo
for regional Victoria into the future.
The chief executive, in the foreword to the report, talks
about how one of his substantial tasks was to establish
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the legislation and policy basis for the new program. He
then moves on to say how the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund is going to play a key part in this
government’s Back to Work strategy. The very first
thing we know about the Back to Work strategy is that
the government gave every Victorian two days off, but
let us just talk about the grand final parade holiday. The
government’s first thing in relation to Back to Work
was having a day off. The foreword then says that
concurrent with establishing the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund RDV facilitated 124 projects that
were up and running under the Regional Growth Fund,
and it says how these programs — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Regrettably, Mr Drum’s time has expired.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Warrnambool Base Hospital
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Health, Jill Hennessy, and the action I seek is that she
go to Warrnambool and meet with the CEO of South
West Healthcare. It is quite incredible that in the nearly
11 months this government has been in office the
minister has not been down to Warrnambool. It is an
important regional centre, and South West Healthcare
plays an absolutely vital role in catering for about
110 000 people in south-western Victoria. It is the
region’s largest employer, with over 1300 staff, and it is
the designated trauma centre for the whole of the
south-west of Victoria.
It is important for the minister to meet with the CEO
because not only is the coalition-funded south-west
cancer centre about to be completed early next year but
also there is a real need to progress the planning and for
the organisation to receive funding for stage 2 of
Warrnambool Base Hospital’s capital redevelopment.
It was a great pleasure to be at Warrnambool Base
Hospital just last week with Matthew Guy, the Leader
of the Opposition in the other place, who was paying
his second visit in a short period of time, and Roma
Britnell, the Liberal candidate for South-West Coast —
and what an excellent candidate she is. To her credit,
Roma nursed at Warrnambool Base Hospital for about
a decade. She said the emergency departments and
theatres have not changed much since she was working
there in the 1980s. That is exactly the point. Stage 2 of
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the Warrnambool hospital redevelopment will build a
new and expanded emergency department and
operating theatre suite and refurbish the short-stay unit.
Until you see it, you do not really understand the
cramped conditions the doctors, nurses and other staff
are working in. They do an exceptional job, but the
conditions and the fabric of the emergency department
and theatres are poor.
Roma, Matthew and I reaffirmed the former coalition
government’s commitment to fund stage 2 at a cost of
about $100 million, but it is important not to let the
government sit by and do nothing in the interim period.
The service plan and model of care report has been
prepared, and now there needs to be master planning
and a feasibility study review so that the planning for
stage 2 can continue. This is a normal part of the
process.
I ask the minister to visit the hospital, meet with the
CEO, talk with the staff, see the building they are
working in and support at least the ongoing planning to
progress to a state so that stage 2 is ready for funding.
The work has been done, the planning has been done
and with the funding stage 2 of the Warrnambool
hospital can be built. I request that the minister meet
with the CEO and make a positive decision about the
future of Warrnambool Base Hospital.

Regional and rural roads
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. I do not think we have yet had
enough discussion about roads in the south-west —
even though we spent most of today on that topic — or
even other issues in regard to the south-west. I thought I
would take the opportunity to raise this matter,
considering it may go off the boil after the by-election.
It has been a pleasure today to listen to the discussion of
Mr Morris’s motion in regard to roads in the south-west
and hear the newborn love for the south-west and
enthusiasm around some of our particular issues,
including Tower Hill — and it is great to see that there
is such a support for funding signage and even some
new toilets.
Today we have heard coalition members condemn the
government for neglecting the regional road network.
They have identified Myamyn-Macarthur Road and
Portland-Nelson Road as two of these major roads. I
totally agree that the south-west’s roads are horrible,
but that condition is not limited to those two roads. I
condemn both the government and the opposition for
their lack of funding for the road network in the
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south-west. Imagine the frustration in my region when
you consider that we have the worst roads in the
state — and that comes from VicRoads’s own reports,
which say $220 million is needed to bring them up to
the condition of the roads in the rest of the state. This is
the case even though the electorate of South-West
Coast was represented by former Premier Napthine and
the neighbouring electorate of Polwarth was
represented by Mr Mulder as the former roads minister.
The frustration continues. The Labor government in its
wisdom has decided to ignore western Victoria and not
even run a candidate in either Polwarth or South-West
Coast, which is an insult to western Victoria. If my
constituents and I were the least bit cynical, we might
think the current concentration on our region is due to
the upcoming by-elections.
I ask the minister to do what the opposition did not and
provide more money to upgrade roads in western
Victoria. I also invite the minister to visit the south-west
and take a ride in a milk tanker to see firsthand the
effect that these horrid roads have in our community.

St Andrews Primary School
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
who I know to be particularly sensitive and responsive
to the needs of small schools in rural and regional areas
across our state. One such school is St Andrews
Primary School, which refers to itself as a small school
with a big heart. With 43 students, comprising 19 girls
and 24 boys, the school thrives on its tight-knit
community and rural environment. It is not uncommon
for the kids to be greeted by a mob of kangaroos on the
oval as they arrive at school in the morning, and they
have an unofficial school mascot in the form of a
blue-tongue lizard that has taken up residence in their
vegetable patch.
Whilst students enjoy many benefits in attending a rural
school and are also blessed with small class sizes and a
wonderful natural environment, like all kids they need a
suitable outdoor play area, and what they have at the
moment is in desperate need of an upgrade. An
upgraded outdoor play area would make a wonderful
difference to the kids during school hours, but it would
also be more widely used by the local community, for
whom the school is a central hub and gathering place
for many events and activities.
I know the minister understands just how central and
significant local schools are for rural communities, and
he will appreciate the benefits of providing this modest
upgrade to St Andrews Primary School. I have listened
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to the community of St Andrews, and on behalf of them
I ask the minister to support an upgrade to the school’s
play equipment.

Portland Bay School
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Education. It relates to the Portland
Bay School — a wonderful school in the south-west of
Victoria, in my electorate of Western Victoria Region,
and a school that is currently in limbo. The Minister for
Education has committed to finding a new home for the
Portland Bay School as its current site is nowhere near
adequate for the number of children currently being
educated at the facility.
I am very pleased that the shadow Minister for
Education and member for Ferntree Gully in the
Assembly, Nick Wakeling, has been to the Portland
Bay School and understands the concerns that have
arisen as a result of the confined space the school is
located in. I am also very pleased that today Roma
Britnell, the Liberal candidate for the Assembly seat of
South-West Coast, ventured to the Portland Bay School
to familiarise herself with the great concern about the
future of the school as a result of its very confined
space.
Eleven weeks ago the Minister for Education
committed to a feasibility study into the future of the
Portland Bay School and other schools in the city of
Portland. He committed to this feasibility study taking 6
weeks, and we are now at 11 weeks. I am calling upon
the Minister for Education to release the feasibility
study on the future of the Portland Bay School to
provide certainty to the school community.

Box Hill transport interchange
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport, Jacinta Allan. It concerns a
ministerial advisory group that has recently been set up
to explore the potential of and some remedies for the
Box Hill transit interchange. The interchange has its
challenges, but there are some great opportunities there.
The minister has invited a number of important
stakeholders to be part of that group, and its first
meeting was last week.
One of the first roles of the group was to identify
whether any other stakeholders should be invited to
give input into this process. It was identified that local
schools should have representation, considering the
amount of student travel activity at this interchange
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between trams, buses and trains. The action I seek from
the minister is that she invite onto that group
representatives of local schools; for example, Box Hill
High School and St Francis Xavier Primary School. If
they want to attend and give their input, it would be
great if the minister could invite them.

Central website. This was a necessary first step in
developing a new youth policy framework to improve
the support and services available to young Victorians.
The survey was designed to generate new ideas and
receive valuable feedback directly from the people this
policy is trying to target.

Regional and rural roads

The feedback received through the survey will shape a
vital part of how the government will target its future
investment in youth services and programs. There will
be a particular focus on engaging and connecting
vulnerable and disadvantaged youth with the
community and ensuring that they have access to
important services and support. Following this the
government launched the What’s Important to YOUth?
discussion paper, which is the next important step in
completing the jigsaw puzzle of addressing the needs of
Victoria’s youth.

Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, Luke Donnellan. Today we heard in the
debate on the motion moved by Mr Morris a great deal
about the country roads and bridges program and the
loss of this program. Councils within my electorate
have been highly frustrated by the Andrews Labor
government’s decision to cut the $160 million country
roads and bridges program, which provided 40 councils
with $1 million each and every year to make their own
decisions around important infrastructure upgrades for
bridges and roads in their areas. In my electorate we
have thousands of kilometres of council roads, far
fewer ratepayers than metropolitan Melbourne and
limited extra revenue-raising opportunities.
Regional councils have struggled to maintain the level
of maintenance required to keep these roads in a viable
state. South Gippsland Shire Council alone has around
2000 kilometres of road. Roads are the lifeblood of our
transport system, allowing us to freight our dairy, meat,
fruit and vegetable products as well as timber. Roads
are a vital link for our economy to survive and prosper.
The Andrews Labor government’s decision to scrap
this program is another slap in the face for regional
Victorians. Its Stronger Country Bridges program will
deliver one bridge in Gippsland, and that is just not
good enough. Stronger Country Bridges is a misnomer
indeed. We have — I think this is an
underestimation — approximately 700 heavy traffic
bridges in my area of Gippsland alone, so to fund only
1 is an appalling disaster for regional Victoria. Eastern
Victoria’s roads are also the lifeline of the tourism
industry.
The action I seek is for Mr Donnellan to fund a proper
program that provides rural and regional councils with
autonomy and genuine resources to maintain our
country roads and bridges. I ask him to, in effect,
reinstate the country roads and bridges program.

Youth policy
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for Youth
Affairs, Jenny Mikakos. In August the government
launched an interactive survey through the Youth

In my electorate some of the biggest issues confronting
young people are disengagement, access to training and
education, unemployment and mental health.
YouthNow reports that 24 per cent of young people in
the west are unemployed and only 13 per cent are
looking for either full-time or part-time work.
headspace indicates that 75 per cent of mental health
disorders emerge before the age of 25; its program
highlights how important it is to treat mental health
issues early. A holistic approach, such as the service
offered at headspace, greatly reduces the risk of young
people developing more serious problems, including
suicide.
The action I seek is that the minister advise what the
government is doing to ensure that the voices of young
people in the west are being considered in the
development of the youth policy framework and the
government’s overall commitment in this space.

City of Greater Geelong CCTV cameras
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Police. It concerns applications made by the City of
Greater Geelong for CCTV funding for The Terrace,
Ocean Grove; High Street, Drysdale; Rose Avenue,
Norlane; Labuan Square, Norlane; High Street,
Belmont; Hitchcock Avenue, Barwon Heads; and
central Geelong. Strangely enough, all seven
applications were rejected. I have done a number of
listening posts on the Bellarine Peninsula over the last
few months, and at one listening post at Drysdale I was
approached by Ms Leanne Stratford, who was chairing
the Neighbourhood Watch program. She asked me to
support an application for CCTV in High Street,
Drysdale, because of the increase in crime rates on the
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Bellarine. I have indicated in previous contributions the
lack of police resources under Geelong command,
which provides police resources in Corio as well as on
the Bellarine.
I am flabbergasted that not one of these seven
applications by the City of Greater Geelong for CCTV
funding was approved. Apart from my own support
letter, Jan Farrell, the city’s community safety portfolio
holder, provided an application for support, as did
Senior Sergeant Angelo Ferrara, who is in charge of the
Bellarine policing network, and many others from the
community.
The action I seek from the minister is that he provides
me with a brief as to why not one of these seven
applications for CCTV funding was successful. CCTV
is seen as a significant aid to policing right across
Victoria and as a significant tool in relation to
identification. We know that police resources are
stretched all over Victoria and specifically in the
Geelong region, but the minister did not see fit to
approve any of those applications.

Goulburn Valley Health
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health and it
concerns the provision of radiotherapy services at
Goulburn Valley Health’s Shepparton campus. My
request of the minister is that the minister commits to
radiotherapy services being included in the
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health so that
residents in the hospital’s catchment area will not have
to travel hundreds of kilometres to other cities to access
these services. Only last week the minister announced
that residents of Wodonga would have access to free
public radiotherapy. As the minister says in her media
release, these regional patients ‘will no longer need to
travel hundreds of kilometres to access free, life-saving
radiotherapy treatment’.
While I am extremely pleased that Wodonga residents
will have direct and local access to public radiotherapy
services, it appears that residents of the City of Greater
Shepparton have once again been overlooked for the
health services the community both needs and deserves.
Greater Shepparton is one of the five largest regional
cities in Victoria, along with the City of Greater
Geelong, the City of Greater Bendigo, the City of
Ballarat and the City of Latrobe, but it is the only one of
those five cities not to have locally provided public
radiotherapy services. Warrnambool and Wodonga,
which are both much smaller cities than Greater
Shepparton, already have commitments for
radiotherapy services to commence soon. Greater
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Shepparton is not only a larger city than Warrnambool
and Wodonga, but it also has a greater number of
patients diagnosed with malignant cancers. According
to the Cancer Council of Victoria, Greater Shepparton
has 319 malignant cancers diagnosed each year. The
City of Wodonga has 172 cases and the City of
Warrnambool has 190 cases diagnosed each year.
The residents of Greater Shepparton and the more than
250 000 residents in the catchment area of Goulburn
Valley Health deserve to have access to these services
close to home, both to prevent the need to travel
hundreds of kilometres and so that they can be close to
their family and friends during a difficult and stressful
time. Supposedly, the minister is claiming in her release
that her government is:
… working to increase access to radiotherapy across Victoria,
to improve outcomes for patients and make it easier for them
to receive treatment.

If this were true, the Andrews Labor government would
be making some kind of tangible effort to provide
radiotherapy services to the residents of Greater
Shepparton and the wider catchment area of Goulburn
Valley Health, starting with committing to the
much-needed redevelopment of Goulburn Valley
Health and promising that this redevelopment will
include radiotherapy services.
My request of the minister is that the minister commits
to radiotherapy services being included in the
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health, so that
residents in the hospital’s catchment area will not have
to travel hundreds of kilometres to other cities to access
these services.

Multicultural affairs
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs. It is in relation to
matters that I have raised on a few occasions relating to
the government’s commitment to strengthen Victoria’s
social cohesion and build community resilience with
funding of $25 million over four years. Despite
numerous questions and opportunities that I have had to
raise the issue, there have been no programs to respond
to the short-term and immediate needs our community
has in relation to the radicalisation of young people.
I understand that the government has formulated a task
force comprised of four ministers, and I guess they
would occasionally have a cup of coffee together. They
have also backed the establishment of a research
institute. Those are medium and long-term measures,
which are certainly worthy of consideration, but there is
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an absence of any funding or any rolling out of
grassroots programs in the short term. With so many
communities concerned about the radicalisation of their
young people, it is disappointing that money has not
been made available to back programs such as, for
example, the removal of online hate material or
material on the internet which seeks to recruit and
radicalise.
In a written response from the Special Minister of State
to a question without notice, the minister conceded that
the government is looking at rolling out programs based
on evidence and community knowledge, something that
was not considered before I pressed for this. He
conceded that they are looking at some pilot projects in
a number of locations, which will be community based
and managed in partnership with parents and other
community leaders. The problem is that the community
does not really know about this new funding program.
Indeed many would be very keen to take advantage of
it.
I ask that the minister make it clear to our multicultural
communities how applications can be made and what
the criteria is for selection, and of course to make sure
that this information is communicated to them promptly
so they can take advantage of it and present their case in
support of the programs they may put forward to
respond to what is a fairly immediate and short-term
need. It is a need that has been expressed to me by
many Islamic communities that do not want their
children to be radicalised and recruited to evil causes.
They want to respond, yet they have received little
support and little information as to what they might be
able to do to move forward.
The problem is made worse by the fact that the minister
has not yet reappointed Victorian multicultural affairs
commissioners, including six whose terms expired at
the end of August. Those appointments have still not
been made, so there is a chasm between the
multicultural communities and the minister’s own
department. I ask him to make sure that the information
is available to them.

Essendon Keilor College
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Education
this evening, and it is as a result of an email I received
last week from a constituent. It reads as follows:
I am a mother of three boys with an ASD —

autism spectrum disorder —
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aged 16, 15 and 10. My 16-year-old son attends Western
Autistic adolescence Baseroom and East Keilor college,
Niddrie campus.
We were informed on 13 October 2015 that the Baseroom
will be closed due to cost of program and lack of funding, at
the end of 2015, and the Wattle program at Laverton campus
will change the way it operates.
The adolescence Baseroom has been at EKC for the past
22 years, providing support for adolescents with Asperger’s,
assisting in the mainstream at EKC where the child is capable
of learning and in the Baseroom itself for extra support in
learning and other pathways when mainstream is not suitable.
My son, who has an IQ of 71, tried to engage in mainstream
in year 7; however, he regressed and attended Baseroom full
time since then. The staff in the Baseroom have supported
him to keep him engaged, along with myself.
A review was conducted and presented to the Western
Autistic School council to discuss what programs were viable
et cetera. Parents of the Baseroom had no idea of this and
were not given a voice to advocate for their children and
future children who would benefit from this program.
My 10-year-old son is already struggling at a mainstream
school; he is in year 4. What is his future going to be if …
suitable support is non-existent?

I have to wonder out loud, ‘What future indeed?’.
These parents of children with autism have a very
difficult road ahead, and many of them are struggling.
The last thing they need is a decision by the
Department of Education and Training to make their
lives even harder. The last thing they need is to have
extra pressure brought upon their families by a decision
of the education department which basically destroys
the educational opportunities their children currently
enjoy. This is, in my view, outrageous. Unfortunately it
is just part of a trend, I suppose, of decisions we have
seen from the education department over a long period
of time. I ask the minister to personally intervene in this
particular decision and reverse it to ensure that the
adolescent Baseroom is retained at Essendon Keilor
College so that these children are given a fair chance.

Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I have an adjournment matter
from Ms Wooldridge to the Minister for Health,
Ms Hennessy, with regard to a visit to South West
Healthcare.
I have a matter from Mr Purcell to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, Mr Donnellan, with regard to
south-west roads and a visit in an attempt to improve
those roads for his constituents.
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I have a matter from Ms Symes to the Minister for
Education, Mr Merlino, with regard to an upgraded
playground for a school in St Andrews.
I have a matter from Mr Morris to Mr Merlino with
regard to releasing the feasibility study on the Portland
Bay School.
I have a matter from Mr Leane to the Minister for
Public Transport, Ms Allan, with regard to the Box Hill
interchange stakeholder reference group and an
invitation for representatives from the local schools.
I have a matter from Ms Bath to Minister Donnellan
with regard to re-funding and reinstating the country
roads and bridges program.
I have a matter from Mr Eideh to the Minister for
Youth Affairs, Ms Mikakos, with regard to Victorian
youth policy development.
I have a matter from Mr Ramsay to the Minister for
Police, Mr Noonan, with regard to the unsuccessful
CCTV funding in the Geelong area.
I have a matter from Ms Lovell to Minister Hennessy
with regard to committing to radiotherapy services in
the Goulburn Valley region.
I have a matter from Mrs Peulich to the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, Mr Scott, with regard to making
clear what programs are available to do with
antiradicalisation and how to access them.
I have a matter from Mr Finn to Minister Merlino in
relation to appropriate support for Essendon Keilor
College’s autism Baseroom. That is it for today’s
adjournment debate.
I have written responses to adjournment debate matters
raised by Ms Crozier and Ms Wooldridge.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On that basis the
house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.13 p.m.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Child protection
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
20 October 2015

RESPONSE:
So far in 2015, there have been 139 Category one absent/missing person incident reports reported by the residential
care program, which is consistent with the number of Category one absent/missing person incident reports reported
by the residential care program for the same period in 2014 and 2013.
Unlike the previous Government, which did nothing to improve safety for young people in residential care, the
Andrews Labor Government acted quickly to put in place the following measures:
– $16 million for more staff in standard residential care units, including stand-up over night staff
– $1.5 million for spot audits of residential care facilities
– $43 million for Targeted Care Packages to provide tailored solutions to move children out of residential care and
into home-based care, prioritising primary school age children and Aboriginal children currently in residential
care
The absence of a child from residential care is a matter that is taken seriously by the department. Where there are
concerns for their safety, immediate action is taken, which involves notifying Victoria Police.
While the long term aim is to reduce the number of critical incidents that occur, it is simultaneously important to
encourage accurate and transparent incident reporting to learn from these issues.
The reporting and review of incidents allows the department to gain a clearer picture of the type of alleged
incidents occurring. This in turn has enabled the department to take prompt corrective action to protect the
wellbeing and safety of clients and better understand the underlying causes of incidents to prevent their recurrence,
including updating policy and practice guidance and providing ongoing training.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

UNITED NATIONS DAY
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to make a
statement to the house which is consistent with a
statement that the Speaker is making in the other
place. It is to advise members of United Nations Day.
Honourable members in Melbourne this Saturday
evening will notice that Parliament House will be
illuminated blue — UN blue — as this Saturday is
United Nations Day. Saturday marks 70 years since
the charter of the United Nations came into force.
Parliament House’s illumination will be a historic
and symbolic gesture. Parliament will be joined by
many of Victoria’s landmark buildings shining blue
on Saturday night, including Government House, the
World Heritage-listed Royal Exhibition Building, the
iconic MCG, St Patrick’s Cathedral, the Melbourne
town hall and the Melbourne Star observation wheel,
to mention a few.
The 70th anniversary obviously is a significant
milestone for an organisation that faces many of the
challenges in the world, and more strength to its arm
in terms of resolving some of the dreadful conflicts
and human disasters that afflict so many people
around the world. Australia has played a key role in
the United Nations and recognises some of the fine
work that it has done through various programs,
particularly things such as the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation and
so forth that have made such a contribution to
improving the lives of people. Therefore we felt that
it was certainly appropriate to recognise United
Nations Day in this place.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws 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.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Council of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its 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 WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(164 signatures).
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Australian Grand Prix Corporation — Report, 2014–15.
Bass Coast Health — Report, 2014–15.
CenITex — Report, 2014–15.
Game Management Authority — Report, 2014–15.
Melbourne Market Authority — Report, 2014–15.
Office of Public Prosecutions — Report, 2014–15.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Rural and Regional Committee’s Report on
Opportunities for Increasing Exports of Goods and
Services from Regional Victoria.
Port of Melbourne Corporation — Report, 2014–15.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 115.
Victorian Electoral Commission — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Inspectorate — Report, 2014–15.
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation — Report,
2014–15.
West Gippsland Healthcare Group — Report, 2014–15.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr JENNINGS having given notice of motion:
The PRESIDENT — Order! In dealing with this
I am mindful of the fact that this is a notice of motion
to be moved on the next day of meeting, but therefore
it would not be resolved until the next day of meeting
under Mr Jennings’s proposal to the house today. I
am of the view that if members are intending to go to
RSL events for Remembrance Day on 11 November,
then they would want to advise the host organisations
ahead of their attendance — in other words, not
advise them the day before.
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Whilst Mr Jennings has not sought to do this by
leave, I will intervene to ask, if there is support for
this motion, that it proceed forthwith. I appreciate the
courtesy that Mr Jennings has given to members by
providing this opportunity, which has been requested
by a number of members. I accept the courtesy that
Mr Jennings has provided to the house, but from my
viewpoint I would like to resolve the matter earlier, if
the house is agreeable, to allow members to advise
RSLs that they wish to attend events rather than
waiting until the day before, which would be
necessary if this motion were to proceed in its current
form.
I have had an indication of agreement from the
house, so I propose to have Mr Jennings move his
motion after I have finished taking notices. It will
then be done by leave.
Further notice of motion given.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Early childhood funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to update the house on how the
Andrews Labor government is getting on with
delivering its election commitment to invest
$50 million in children’s capital across Victoria. We
are proud to be delivering on this investment, which
is a 35 per cent increase in state budget funding for
children’s capital compared to the previous four
years.
On 13 October I announced that hundreds of
Victorian kindergartens would receive grants to
increase their playroom sizes, recondition facilities
and upgrade their IT hardware. Over
350 kindergartens are sharing in $2.6 million worth
of grants to improve early childhood facilities for
Victorian families across the state. Grants of up to
$25 000 are supporting 58 kindergartens to enlarge
their playrooms. This is a brand-new grant category
introduced by the Andrews Labor government this
year to help kindergartens to better accommodate the
improved staff-to-child ratios ahead of their
introduction in 2016.
The Labor government is also providing up to
$83.7 million over four years in additional funding to
support kindergartens to transition to new staff
qualification and ratio requirements. Families will
benefit — —
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Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, I
am seeking your guidance. The minister has already
put out a press release on this. I do not think it is a
new initiative. Funding for the capital grants program
was in the budget.
Ms MIKAKOS — On the point of order,
President, I have not referred to the allocation of the
kindergarten capital in this house in a ministers
statement. I am updating the house on how the
government is actually allocating the $50 million in
the budget — an election commitment — and this is
the first opportunity I have had to do so through a
ministers statement in relation to this particular
allocation.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ministers
statements do need to contain new information —
they cannot simply be a rehash of information that
has already been provided — but I think the minister
is on safe ground. She is advancing the information
available to the house about this program and
indicating the actual allocations. I think the
explanation is fair enough in that context.
Ms MIKAKOS — In addition 122 kindergartens
are receiving grants of up to $10 000 to upgrade their
playgrounds, to improve access for children of all
abilities and to undertake refurbishments. A further
249 kindergartens will receive IT grants of up to
$1500 to purchase new laptops, tablets and other
digital hardware to boost digital learning programs
and support administrative functions.
Investing in high-quality early childhood education is
vital to making Victoria the education state, and the
government is proud to support investment in highquality early childhood facilities in every community.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Oddball
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise today to congratulate members of the
Middle Island Maremma Project in Warrnambool
and the makers, cast and crew of the movie Oddball.
The movie has taken its place among Australia’s top
grossing movies and is close to breaking the
$10 million mark.
For those who are yet to see the movie, it is based on
the true story of a Warrnambool group’s efforts to
use the Italian-bred maremma dogs to protect the
colony of penguins on Middle Island, which had
been decimated by foxes. The colony was down to
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under 10 penguins when local chook farmer and
current political candidate Swampy Marsh and
friends approached Warrnambool City Council with
a wild scheme to use his maremma dog to protect the
penguins. The colony is now thriving, and it is
estimated that 180 little penguins are returning to
Middle Island each breeding season.
The makers of Oddball are now taking the movie
overseas, with a dubbed version of the movie
opening in Italy later this month. I wish them all the
best.

Regional rail services
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
President, if like me you are passionate about the
development of regional rail in Victoria, you would
have been excited to hear about an event that is
occurring where a group is ‘advocating for increased
weekday service to Melbourne as well as an increase
in weekend services to support local tourism and
businesses’. The group seems to have secured the
support or at least the presence of the Minister for
Regional Development, our own Ms Pulford, this
coming Saturday at the Maryborough IGA for a free
barbecue and the opportunity to support increased
rail services along the Maryborough line.
What is this community group that has stuck its head
up and is advocating for extra regional rail services?
In fact it is the Ripon branch of the ALP. Apparently
it is calling on the community to lobby the Minister
for Regional Development to lobby the Minister for
Public Transport to run some more trains. If you are
from south-west Victoria, you are still waiting. There
has been a genuine, not astroturf, campaign running
for a long time down in the south-west, but so far it
has been offered not only not a meeting with the
minister or a barbecue but not a sausage.
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ensures the ongoing provision of fly-in, fly-out
gynaecological services to Nhill from Adelaide. That
is something that would not be possible without the
upgrade and continued viability of that airport.
Nhill is a community of only 2300 people. However,
through the commitment and hard work of that
community for well over a year, the Nhill Airshow
was an outstanding success, attracting around 150
visiting aircraft and more than 4000 visitors. I
congratulate the Nhill community on the success of
its 2015 airshow and as an example of how small
communities can work together to deliver some
remarkable events.

Beaufort Primary School site
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Members may be aware that the former Beaufort
Primary School site is no longer in use as students are
now in a new facility and the old site has been
declared surplus to educational requirements. I know
that people have been in touch with the principal of
Beaufort Primary School to look at its old site in Hill
Street with a view to investigating possibilities for its
redevelopment as a community or other facility in the
future.
It was a pleasure to be in Beaufort on Sunday to talk
to community members about this, and I thank those
who spared time for this conversation, including
mayor Tanya Kehoe, Cr Ron Eason, Merv and
Sharon Roxburgh, Barbara Blamey, local historian
Pam Weller, George Kirsanovs, Robert Wood and
the president of Business for Beaufort, Craig Wilson.
I will be approaching the Minister for Education
about the former site of the Beaufort Primary School
to discuss how it could be used for the benefit of this
great community in the future.

Jewish National Fund
Nhill Airshow
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I was delighted to join the member
for Lowan in the other place, Emma Kealy, and the
federal member for Mallee, Andrew Broad, at the
recent Nhill Airshow in north-west Victoria. The
Nhill Airshow is an initiative of the Nhill community
to commemorate 75 years since the Royal Australian
Air Force first used Nhill as a World War II training
base. In 2014 the coalition government contributed
$160 000 from the Regional Aviation Fund for the
upgrade of Nhill Airport to support the new Nhill
Aviation Heritage Centre and to improve community
access to Nhill. For example, the Nhill Airport

Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Last Thursday I attended the annual Jewish National
Fund dinner with Mrs Peulich and the member for
Caulfield in the other place. The Jewish National
Fund began in 1901. It develops and manages land in
Israel and aims to conserve scarce natural resources,
leading to job creation, and to improve living
standards and quality of life in Israel. The dinner was
a remarkable occasion, attended by around 1000
people. We were to have been addressed by Nir
Barkat, the mayor of Jerusalem, but given the current
random terror attacks in his city he elected to remain
there. He did, however, make a live address to the
dinner by satellite.
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We also heard a truly extraordinary speech from Judy
Feld Carr. Between 1975 and 2000 she organised the
escape of more than 3000 Jews who were prohibited
from emigrating from Syria. She also smuggled rare
Jewish religious articles out of Syria at the same time.
Her story in her own words was truly spellbinding,
and her courage was extraordinary. I also pay tribute
to the board of management and committee chairs of
JNF Victoria for the work it does, which includes
many activities aside from the annual dinner. In
particular, I single out Simone Szalmuk-Singer, copresident of JNF Victoria, who so ably emceed the
event last week and Eva Rose, who is the committee
chair for the gala dinner.
I note the Friends of Palestine will be formally set up
today. I hope this friends group will unequivocally
advocate for an end to the current violent attacks on
Israel and I look forward to seeing peace in that city.

Impact investing
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — Last
Wednesday I had the pleasure of attending a social
impact investing seminar. The key speaker at this
seminar was Rosemary Addis, the founder and chair
of Impact Investing Australia. I was pleased to see
Ms Addis recently named in the 100 women of
influence by the Australian Financial Review for her
long-term work in this area. A number of prominent
people from the not-for-profit sector, the public
sector and other jurisdictions were also at this
seminar.
This is a really important active area of policy
development, both in Australia and overseas. It can
take many forms but at its heart it is about
organisations or projects with objectives that include
social and sustainability outcomes in addition to
financial returns. These can include outcomes in the
employment and training space — for example,
including diversity outcomes in relation to helping to
solve social problems or poverty alleviation. Many of
these projects also achieve very strong financial
returns, analogous to many investment funds which
have sustainability and other goals achieving strong
long-term financial outcomes.
The government can play a number of positive roles
in this space including strengthening the regulatory
framework, including a funding role, and also
directly engaging in partnerships with these
organisations. I commend the participants at the
seminar and look forward to working with them over
the course of this term.
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Thompsons Road duplication
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Before
the last election, the issue of the upgrade of
Thompsons Road was a significant political issue.
The coalition promised a $310 million package to
upgrade Thompsons Road, including grade
separation from the Westernport Highway. The then
opposition promised a $175 million project without
that important grade separation or some of the other
improvements that the coalition proposed.
The local communities of Casey, Cardinia, Frankston
and elsewhere were disappointed when in the first
budget of the Andrews government there was only
$20 million provided towards this critical road
project and there was not a cent in the forward
estimates. This is causing a great deal of concern for
commuters and others in my electorate. Thompsons
Road is a critical arterial road and its upgrade will
take pressure from the Monash Freeway.
Mr Davis — It is a key priority for the interface
councils.
Mr O’DONOHUE — It is a key priority indeed,
Mr Davis, for the interface councils. They want
certainty and the community wants certainty about
whether this project will be delivered as the
government promised when in opposition. There is
only $20 million and not a cent in the forward
estimates. I call on the Premier to clarify now
whether the money will be provided in the upcoming
budget so that the community knows and has
certainty that this project will be delivered.

Refugees and asylum seekers
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — On
12 October I attended a stakeholder discussion
meeting to start planning and coordinating responses
for the increased Syrian and Iraqi refugee intake. The
meeting was organised by the Victorian Multicultural
Commission and the Office of Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship. I am proud to say that I attended as a
representative of the Premier, the Honourable Daniel
Andrews.
Over 20 stakeholders attended this meeting, which
was chaired by Ms Helen Kapalos, chairperson of the
Victorian Multicultural Commission. The purpose of
the meeting was to share information about the
following: the anticipated demographic make-up and
timing of the new arrivals; essential service
requirements and settlement services; housing;
education and early childhood learning; health;
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employment; possible settlement locations in
metropolitan regional Victoria; as well as finding
gaps in responding in appropriate ways to ensure that
responsibilities and opportunities are coordinated.
It is also critical at this stage to engage with the
Syrian and Iraqi communities in Victoria. We are
hopeful that by the end of this year we will see 400 to
500 refugees arrive in Victoria. I call on all
parliamentary colleagues to engage with Syrian and
Iraqi communities in their electorates and to provide
me with details of any specific cases. Although we
cannot guarantee positive outcomes for these people,
we will certainly put forward a strong
recommendation on their behalf to our federal
counterparts. President, I undertake to keep this
house informed on a regular basis on this matter.

March for the Babies
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — On
Saturday, 10 October, it was my very great honour to
again lead the annual March for the Babies.
Thousands of people from across Victoria marched
through the streets of Melbourne and massed outside
this building to commemorate the seventh
anniversary of this Parliament passing the most
extreme abortion law in the Western world. We
marched to mourn and remember the at least
20 000 tiny Victorians killed by abortionists in the
previous 12 months. We marched to reach out to
those babies’ mothers, many of whom are suffering
as a result of the trauma of abortion. Many of them
were forced into a dreadful decision, ironically
because they felt they had no choice. Abortion hurts
women too.
We marched to make it very clear to the community,
the Parliament and the government that growing
numbers of us will continue to work to overturn this
evil legislation, that this matter is not settled and we
are not going away. We were particularly pleased to
hear Dr Carling-Jenkins outline her bill to provide
support for mothers and pre-born babies. I pay tribute
to Victoria Police for providing most effective
protection from the usual rabble — but the ferals
were elsewhere this year.
I look forward to next year’s March for the Babies on
8 October 2016. I look forward even more to a time
when we will not have to march — a time when
Victorian law will recognise and protect all life.
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Olympic Village Child and Family Centre
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
13 October I attended, along with Mr Dalla-Riva and
yourself, President, the official opening of the
Olympic Village Child and Family Centre. The
mayor of the City of Banyule, Cr Langdon, and the
member for Ivanhoe in the Assembly, Anthony
Carbines, co-officiated on that occasion. It looks like
a great facility for kids and families. This is what
local government is extremely proficient at:
providing quality family resources for the local
community. I thank Banyule City Council officers
for a well-organised event.

St Mary’s House of Welcome
Mr ELASMAR — Mr Ondarchie’s name was
mentioned there, so on another matter, it was my
pleasure to accept an invitation to participate in
serving the luncheon organised by St Mary’s House
of Welcome in Fitzroy on 13 October. The theme
was Anti-Poverty Week. My parliamentary colleague
Inga Peulich was also a volunteer on the day. I have
been a regular volunteer for several years now, but I
am always deeply affected by the number of
disadvantaged men and women in our community.
Nevertheless, I took the opportunity to talk with the
people who attended the lunch, most of whom reside
across the road at the housing commission flats. My
admiration for the sisters and their volunteers
continues to increase with every passing year. It is
my view they are worthy of continued full support.

Multicultural community events
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
One of my great privileges is to attend many events
across the state in support of our multicultural
communities, and, before making some comments on
some I have attended, I would like to endorse Nazih
Elasmar’s comments in relation to St Mary’s House
of Welcome, which I must say I thoroughly enjoyed
serving at for Anti-Poverty Week. Having spent a
lifetime in hospitality, one realises that one does not
lose one’s skill. I congratulate the initiative.
The event Ms Fitzherbert made extensive remarks
on, organised by the Jewish National Fund of
Australia Inc. at the Palladium in support of some
significant projects in Israel, was just amazing. It was
probably the most amazing event I have ever
attended. It is an enormously supported organisation,
and 1000 people were in attendance. Hopefully some
outstanding projects will be able to be realised as a
result of that effort.
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The Sri Lankan community is getting its act together
by putting its best foot forward. A number of
significant events have been celebrated. The Serendib
Awards 2015 were held, and, with Wendy Lovell, I
had the pleasure of actually attending the awards
organised by Virosh Perera. It was an amazing event.
I would also like to take the opportunity of wishing
the Indian community the very best on the
approaching Diwali festival. It is a very important
event, and hopefully most people will be able to
celebrate in their local communities.

West Gate Bridge
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Forty-five
years ago, on 15 October 1970, two years into
construction of the West Gate Bridge, a large section
of the bridge collapsed, killing 35 construction
workers. As a primary school student in
Williamstown I remember this day clearly. At
11.50 a.m. we heard a large roar, and the vibrations
in our classroom led us to believe there had been a
minor earthquake. We were soon to find out it was
much worse, when children who had fathers working
on the bridge were taken to the principal’s office and
sent home.
The first of the 35 names on the memorial is Royvin
Barbuto, boilermaker. Roy and his young wife and
baby lived just around the corner from my family,
and I remember that even as a child I felt an
enormous sadness for their loss. I want to pay tribute
to all those who lost their lives in this terrible tragedy.

Walsh Street shootings anniversary
Ms LOVELL — Monday, 12 October, marked
the 27th anniversary of the Walsh Street shootings of
constables Steven Tynan and Damian Eyre, who
were murdered in the line of duty. These two young
men grew up in my electorate, in Bendigo and
Shepparton, and Damian was a personal friend.
Today I would like to pay tribute to all of our
Victorian and Australian policemen and
policewomen, especially those who have lost their
lives in the line of duty, like Steven and Damian. I
was proud to attend the recent National Police
Remembrance Day service in Shepparton, where I
joined many other members of our community to pay
our respects to the 159 brave Victorian men and
women who have made the ultimate sacrifice in their
roles, keeping us safe as part of the police force. In
Shepparton we particularly remember Damian and
First Constable Ray Denman, who was killed in an
incident at Numurkah in 1964.
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Plan Melbourne
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
say something today about the report of the
significant contribution of Professor Michael Buxton
and the future of Melbourne. Whilst I agree with him
that there is scope for significant infill, there are
significant risks in some of this. I have to say that
under Melbourne 2030 and Victoria planning scheme
amendment VC67 Labor began packing people into
the middle suburbs, destroying the suburbs across
metropolitan Melbourne —
Ms Crozier — And they’re doing it again.
Mr DAVIS — and it is at it again, as Ms Crozier
says. Melbourne 2030 and VC67 did untold
destruction. Matthew Guy, the previous Minister for
Planning and now Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, put in protections for many of our middle
suburbs with residential zones, and now Labor wants
to review the residential zones and go back to its old
policy of packing more people into our suburbs in an
unsophisticated way that damages Melbourne’s
fantastic older housing and destroys the amenity and
livability of our suburbs.
Whilst I respect Michael Buxton’s work and
understand that there is a need for greater infill, it
must be done in a controlled way and not where
hundreds of thousands of extra people are packed in
by Labor. It is clearly the plan of the planning
minister to push people into the middle suburbs and
destroy those suburbs. He hates middle Melbourne,
he hates our middle suburbs and he is bent on
damaging Melbourne’s livability.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
10 November.

Motion agreed to.

Standing and sessional orders
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — By
leave, I move:
That the standing and sessional orders be suspended to the
extent necessary to enable the sitting of the Council on
Wednesday, 11 November 2015, to commence at
2.00 p.m. and the order of business to be —
(1) messages;
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(2) questions (up to 9 non-government members);
(3) answers to questions on notice;
(4) constituency questions (up to 10 members);
(5) formal business;
(6) ministers statements (up to 5 ministers);
(7) members statements (up to 15 members);
(8) general business;

have contacted the offices of my peers in this place
and in the Assembly, to voice their concerns, whether
they relate to the science or to the evidence of the
various positions that oppose vaccination, or indeed
whether they raise issues which are more
appropriately characterised on a moral compass,
those being the right to a conscientious objection. I
have read the contributions of those who have
contacted my electorate office, and I note the passion
with which they have advanced their particular
positions.

(9) at 6.30 p.m. statements on reports and papers;
(10) at 7.00 p.m. adjournment (up to 20 members).

Motion agreed to.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (NO JAB, NO PLAY)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 October; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution on the
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab,
No Play) Bill 2015. At the outset I acknowledge the
contributions of the earlier speakers on the bill —
Ms Wooldridge from the opposition and Ms Hartland
from the Greens — who have indicated that they do
not oppose the bill, which strengthens the
mechanisms by which immunisation is encouraged,
whereby herd immunity is strengthened and whereby
the smallest in our communities, the most vulnerable
in our communities and those most deserving of our
protection are afforded exactly that.
I will start my contribution with a couple of sobering
statistics: 1 in every 200 babies who contract
whooping cough will die and 1 in every 500 babies
who contract measles will die. These are matters that
warrant careful consideration, appropriate action and
a twofold approach to the way in which we secure
public health for babies and children and the way in
which we educate and inform our communities about
the benefits of vaccination. With this particular bill
the Andrews Labor government is delivering on its
very clear election commitment to enshrine its no jab,
no play policy in law. We took this particular policy
to the election because vaccinations save lives.
To that end at this point in my contribution I would
like to acknowledge the many people who have
contacted my electorate office, and who no doubt

This issue creates enormous division in our
communities and has given rise to various concerns
about science right through to concerns about the
way in which there may be unintended consequences
arising from the potential for discrimination and the
access of individuals to their right of choice and to
the provision of education services, whether it be for
themselves or on behalf of the children they provide
love, care and attention for as parents.
I would like to allay some of those concerns by
making specific reference to the work done by the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
(SARC), which has carefully assessed the effects of
the bill and has raised queries about clause 5, which
inserts new section 143B into the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008, and whether or not it is
compatible with rights against direct or indirect
discrimination on the basis of the possible future
presence in children’s bodies of organisms that may
cause disease. It also raised concerns about the
exemption from complying with section 143B in
proposed section 143C(1)(d) for Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander children and whether it is a
measure taken for the purpose of assisting or
advancing persons or groups disadvantaged by
discrimination.
This bill is a carefully considered piece of legislation
that, as set out in the statement of compatibility,
balances the rights of individuals to exercise certain
freedoms and choices against the need to ensure that
public health overall is maintained, the need to ensure
that overall herd immunity is achieved, the need to
ensure that overall education continues and that there
are a number of mechanisms to encourage people of
their own free will to immunise their children.
As the minister indicated in correspondence sent to
the chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, the public health and wellbeing
amendment, being this no jab, no play bill, is
compatible with the human rights as set out in the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
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Act 2006. The charter itself is an important reference
point for the purposes of this particular bill, and it is
one to which many people have referred in their
contributions to this debate and in emails sent to my
office. The charter is about proportionality. The
charter is about making a decision after weighing up
the rights, consequences and obligations of those who
might be affected by the bill’s operation. It is an
important framework within which to make decisions
of this nature. It provides clarity, it provides
transparency and it provides a rationale for why
governments choose to make the particular decisions
they do in effecting policy through legislation.
As the minister indicated in a letter to the chair of
SARC, which has been published in Alert Digest
No. 13 and is publicly available, the requirement to
immunise, the way in which the concerns raised by
the committee might otherwise be managed and
whether the provision amounts to discrimination are
important to weigh up against identifying a relevant
disability with some precision as well as identifying
how the alleged discrimination is based upon that
particular disability. As the minister has indicated in
her correspondence to the chair, in her view:
… new section 143B is a reasonable and demonstrably
justifiable limit on the right, having regard to the factors in
section 7(2) of the charter.

The minister notes that it is particularly important to
note that the purpose of the limitation, as
contemplated by section 7(2)(b) of the charter,
recognises that:
… measures taken for the protection of the health of
individuals and/or the public generally is a purpose which
justifies a limit on the right.

Again I would urge any people who have made
contributions to our offices and who have raised this
concern about proportionality and discrimination to
read the minister’s contribution to SARC and to read
the second-reading speech and the statement of
compatibility, which specifically benchmarks the
effect of the bill against the rights, entitlements and
responsibilities set out in the charter.
The other issue which was raised with the chair of
SARC and which was the subject of correspondence
from the minister to the chair related to reasonable
steps taken to obtain the immunisation status of a
child and to provide an opportunity for engagement
with families, which is a chance to identify and
address any issues that are preventing a child from
being immunised. This is something Ms Wooldridge
raised in her contribution in relation to a grace period.
It is something which, as part of one of the various
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mechanisms which this bill is designed to achieve,
will encourage people who do not necessarily hold a
conscientious objection but have not been able,
owing to time, distance or their own personal
circumstances, to have their children immunised to
arrange for the immunisation of their children. As the
minister indicates in her correspondence with the
chair of SARC, it is her view that:
… this provision of the bill strikes a reasonable balance
between achieving public health objectives and allowing
access to early childhood services.

She goes on to state:
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children have been
identified as a group that are under-represented in early
childhood services enrolments and who face —

significant and substantive —
barriers from accessing services on the basis of their race
based on historical systemic discrimination.

Again this is an important component of the bill to
make sure that rights and entitlements are not
unreasonably withheld or fettered as a consequence
of a child’s Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
circumstances or family. On that basis the minister
has concluded:
… new section 143C(1)(d) is a measure taken for the
purpose of advancing or assisting members of a group who
are recognised as being disadvantaged and does not
constitute discrimination.

These are important elements of a bill of this nature.
In any process, legislative or regulatory, that seeks to
change the rights of individuals who would be
affected by its operation there is a process of
balancing. There is a process of assessing the
comparative effects upon one individual versus many
individuals. There is an important component to
assessing the limits to which regulation can proceed
without unduly, unreasonably or avoidably affecting
the rights of some.
Protecting our children, however, is the most basic
instinct of any parent. I note that in the debate on this
bill members of both houses have made that very
clear. The urge to protect overwhelms just about
anything else. At the moment over 91 per cent of
children under five are fully immunised. It is
important, however, to maintain the momentum to
achieve higher rates of immunisation. Comparatively
speaking, by international standards, we are doing
well, but we can do better.
Herd immunity varies from illness to illness. For
example, in the case of measles the immunisation
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rate is around 95 per cent, which enables herd
immunity to be established. Ms Wooldridge has
made contributions on herd immunity, and for the
sake of brevity I do not intend to reprosecute them
here. However, if fewer people are vaccinated, the
chance of a disease spreading and potentially
infecting those who are too young for a vaccine or
who cannot take vaccination for medical reasons,
through contraindication or otherwise, is increased.
The bill will make it necessary for parents and
guardians to provide proof of immunisation before
enrolling their children in child care and kinder, and
it will come into effect on 1 January 2016. As
Ms Wooldridge and Ms Hartland have both
indicated, certain exemptions that will apply relate to
those who may be unable to be immunised for
medical reasons, whereupon a certificate from a
medical practitioner will be sufficient to establish that
circumstance. In relation to the exemptions that apply
for vulnerable or disadvantaged people or those who,
for various reasons, have not been able to access
immunisation easily it is important to have a practical
overlay to the way in which the bill will operate.
In that sense I note that in the area I represent —
Gippsland — the distances are tyrannical. Access to
health services is comparatively far less easy. Often it
means finding health services and then having to find
the time to access them. Essentially getting the same
health-related outcomes for babies and children in
that area is very challenging indeed. Communities in
Gippsland are incredibly resilient, resourceful and
innovative when it comes to dealing with the tyranny
of distance in that regard. However, it is important to
note that it is precisely for these sorts of reasons that
a grace period is important.
Councils are doing a power of work to make sure that
people are encouraged and facilitated with plenty of
opportunities to immunise their children. For
example, there are parties held which celebrate the
opportunity for children to come together with their
parents and be immunised at the same time. These
are important initiatives, and they have gone a long
way towards achieving the 91 per cent immunisation
rate that is currently enjoyed. But more needs to be
done. We live in a practical world; hence the need for
the provision of a grace period — a reasonable period
within which children and their families will have an
opportunity to continue with educational services and
to access early childhood services whilst they are
provided with opportunities to achieve full
immunisation.

As I indicated at the outset, the bill removes
conscientious objection from the exemption category.
This is something which has featured heavily in
correspondence to my office. In that regard I note
that it has been necessary to go beyond what was
promised prior to the election and the change of
government at the end of last year. Removing
conscientious objection from the exemption category
achieves a number of important outcomes. On the
one hand, it enables a better harmonisation with the
commonwealth scheme and with state-based
schemes, such as that in New South Wales, which
has introduced a no jab, no play mechanism of its
own. This bill was in fact developed by reference to
the New South Wales experience.
Secondly, the conscientious objection must
necessarily and appropriately be weighed against the
competing considerations of those at the very heart of
the assessment of legislation and public law driven
by the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities.
That sounds technical and theoretical, so drilling
down into what that means in practice is an important
thing to do.
In the first half of 2013, 1424 cases of whooping
cough were reported. In the first half of 2014,
1528 cases were reported. There have been cases of
whooping cough reported in the region I represent.
For anyone who ever hears a baby or young child
with whooping cough, it is an enormously distressing
experience. It creates enormous trauma, and given
the statistic that 1 in 200 babies who contract
whooping cough will die, it is enormously
frightening for parents, families, schools and people
who come into contact with that particular child.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Ms Shing.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill 2015.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Public Health
and Wellbeing Act 2008 to increase immunisation
rates for young children in the community. As
someone who is strongly supportive of vaccination
programs and ensuring that we are protected, I
and — as Ms Wooldridge has already stated — the
coalition will not be opposing the bill.
Under the proposed no jab, no play legislation all
parents and guardians seeking to enrol their child in
an early childhood service in Victoria will be
required to provide evidence that the child is fully
immunised for their age, is on a vaccination catch-up
program or is unable to be fully immunised for
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medical reasons. Conscientious objection will not be
an exemption, as has been highlighted by previous
speakers.
As I have said, I am fully supportive of vaccination
programs. They are one of the most effective
interventions to prevent diseases worldwide and in
our own communities. I have previously worked as a
nurse and midwife and have seen children coming
into paediatric wards with the severe effects of
whooping cough, respiratory diseases and
complications from measles, and I have also seen
young pregnant women with tuberculosis and the
terrible health conditions they have to put up with
because they have not been immunised or exposed to
vaccination programs.
This point is beautifully highlighted in a timely
article on polio by two eminent and distinguished
Australians, Sir Gustav Nossal and Dr Fiona Stanley,
which was published on Monday. The headline is
‘We Need One Last Push to Eradicate the Misery’.
The authors talk about Australia leading the way in
pushing for the eradication of polio and the fact that a
Rotary program 35 years ago began that campaign.
We are close to achieving a polio-free world, and the
article goes on to outline the benefits of that. It states
that the:
… world will reportedly reap financial savings of nearly
$70 billion over the next two decades, proving what’s
possible when the global community comes together to
improve children’s lives.

As we know, various vaccination programs are
available in this country. I have spoken about the
benefits of herd immunity within the general
community, which will occur if we get those
vaccination rates up. I have to pay tribute to the
previous Minister for Health, who with others
worked on achieving Victoria’s immunity rate of
around 93 per cent.
Ms Mikakos — The former health minister who
cut the whooping cough — —
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The Victorian government has proposed new legislation
known as ‘no jab, no play’ which requires all children to be
fully vaccinated to be enrolled in child care and/or
kindergarten in Victoria unless they have a medical
exemption.

As I have stated, I am fully supportive of this
initiative. However, when you look at the bill, there
are a number of exemptions. A huge number of
children will potentially be exempted from this
program, which means we will not reach the herd
immunity we are aiming for, nor will we achieve the
benefits that come from having those high rates.
Children will potentially slip through the gaps. I will
read from new section 143C, which is headed
‘Exemption — early childhood services’. It states
that:
(1) Subject to subsection (2), the person in charge of an
early childhood service is not required to comply with
section 143B in relation to a child if —
(a) the child and the child’s parent are evacuated
from their place of residence due to an
emergency within the meaning of section 3(1) of
the Emergency Management Act 2013; or
(b) the child is in emergency care within the
meaning of section 3(1) of the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005; or
(c) the child is in the care of an adult who is not the
child’s parent due to exceptional circumstances
such as illness or incapacity; or
(d) a parent of the child states that the child —
(i)

(ii) identifies as an Aborigine or Torres Strait
Islander; and
(iii) is accepted as an Aborigine or Torres Strait
Islander by an Aboriginal or Torres Strait
Island community; or
(e) the child is in the care of a parent who is the
holder of —
(i)

Ms CROZIER — I will take up Ms Mikakos’s
interjection. These rates are something the state
should be very proud of, and I hope her government
does not let them slide.
I will return to the bill. The department’s website
states that the government wants to achieve this
objective but, as has previously been stated in this
debate by Ms Wooldridge, the rhetoric does not
match the reality. The department’s website states
that:

is descended from an Aborigine or Torres
Strait Islander; and

a health care card issued under
section 1061ZS of the Social Security Act
1991 of the Commonwealth; or

(ii) a pensioner concession card issued …
(iii) a Gold Card, being a card issued to a
person who is eligible …
(iv) a White Card, being a card issued to a
person who is eligible …
(f)

the child’s birth was a multiple birth, (being the
birth of triplets or more); or

(g) a circumstance specified in the guidelines …
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I make that point because those exemptions include
an enormous number of children. The government’s
website says, ‘We are having this vaccination rate
and this is going to be the benefit for all children’
and, ‘You have to have this done to be enrolled in an
early childhood education setting unless you have a
medical certificate’, but this is not correct. I want to
make these points because the government has a
habit of saying one thing and doing something
completely different.
Nevertheless, I will return to issues of early
childhood, for which I have responsibility, with
regard to this bill. I will be raising concerns in the
committee stage. The early childhood sector has
responsibilities — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — I will come back to the
16 weeks. I have an email from the early childhood
sector which states that they absolutely support the
public health policy intent but they are concerned
about the public education implications. Their
concerns are that children are going to be penalised.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER — Are members finished? If
Ms Mikakos will allow me to go back to the bill — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President, my
colleague Ms Crozier is trying to give her
contribution but she is being howled down by the
minister on the other side of the chamber, who has
had an opportunity to put her side of the debate to the
chamber during the second-reading debate.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, President,
Ms Crozier has not taken up the interjection. It is
open to her to do so or not do so. We all find
ourselves in the position of entertaining objections
and interjections in the course of our contributions, so
to that end there is no point of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Stop the clock. In
fact give the clock another 2 minutes. I make the
point that interjections are unruly full stop and are
really not entertained by the Chair at all on any
occasion. As we know, there is a certain tolerance in
the house for interjections, but it is true that I do not
expect persistent interjections and intervention and
attempts to distract the member. The occasional
interjection or comment is fair enough. As Ms Shing
says, there is an opportunity for a speaker to take up

interjections if they wish, but to have a fairly
incessant commentary during a speaker’s remarks is
not in the interests of the proceedings of the house
and is totally disrespectful to the member on their
feet. To that extent, I do uphold the point of order.
Ms Crozier has 2 minutes back on the clock.
Ms CROZIER — As I was stating, some
concerns have been raised with me. As I have said,
people in the early childhood sector support the
public health policy intent but are concerned about
the public education policy implications. I think we
are all in agreement that children need and benefit
greatly from early childhood care, from both an
educational and a social interaction point of view.
Because as many Victorian children as possible will
be attending early childhood education services, the
last thing we want is to have children not attend
because of their immunisation status. That is the
concern raised with me by various early childhood
service operators and others who are heavily
involved in the sector.
Their concern is that if parents do not have their
children immunised and vaccinated, then the children
miss out, and what happens to those children? Those
concerns are valid, and I think that the children are
the ones who are going to lose here, not the parents.
If we look at the legislation brought in by the federal
government in relation to this matter, the parents are
penalised rather than the children. I want to raise that
point.
As I said, I am fully in support of immunisation and
vaccination programs because I have seen firsthand
the devastating effects of children not being
vaccinated or immunised. I return to the point that the
World Health Organisation has stated that the two
most effective measures that can be undertaken to
assist developing countries are to have clean water
and to have vaccination programs. I think we are all
in agreement with that, but it is about how this is
implemented. As we know, the bill highlights a
number of exemptions, so potentially a number of
children will be falling through the gaps. I have
raised those concerns, and I will be raising a couple
more during the committee stage of the bill.
Another concern I have is about particular areas of
early childhood services having to monitor which
children have or have not been immunised or
vaccinated. I understand it is the responsibility of
people in early childhood services to provide
information to parents, but what does that do, and
how do we monitor that? How will those early
education services be able to follow up those children
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who potentially will be missing out on the benefits of
early education?
I am also concerned about vulnerable children, a
number of whom are noted to be in areas of
disadvantage. I spoke about this earlier this week in
relation to a reading program and the enormous
benefits that a simple reading program can provide to
children. Again, it goes to the point of the benefits of
early childhood education. I note that the onus is on
people in an early childhood setting to take
reasonable steps, within 16 weeks after the date on
which a child first attends the early childhood
service, to ensure that an immunisation status
certificate for the child is provided by a parent of the
child. That is an issue that I will be seeking more
clarification on in the committee stage of the bill, in
relation to the monitoring and follow-up of that
process and to ensure that that happens.
Nevertheless, I note that the intention of the bill is to
increase immunisation rates for young children in the
community, and I fully support that intention. I hope
we can maintain those immunisation rates across
Victoria, and I also hope we can maintain the
attendance of children at early childhood services
across the state.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill 2015. I have
some problems with both the policy and the
legislation; however, I strongly support, as does my
party, the immunisation of children — it is the right
thing to do; we know that immunisation saves
lives — but I would like to talk about what is wrong
with the government’s policy.
What is wrong with the government’s policy is that it
seeks to punish children for the actions of their
parents by excluding them from early childhood
education programs. Early childhood education is the
most important level of education. It sets a child up
for life, for learning for life and for the start of their
education and improves their outcomes in life. The
Heckman curve demonstrates that investment in the
early years leads to the greatest gains in the
development of human potential.
We also know that 95 per cent of a child’s brain
development happens by the age of five, before they
have even started school, so those investments in the
early years are absolutely vital to a child’s
development.
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The High/Scope Perry preschool study shows that for
every dollar invested in quality early years programs
$17 in benefits are returned later on. This saves
government funding in education, it saves it in health
and it saves it in the justice system. Most importantly
it improves the outcomes for that child.
No child should ever be permanently excluded from
the benefits of an early childhood education; it is not
good for the child and it is not good for our state.
Strong early childhood programs give children the
best start to their education. They improve the child’s
quality of life and ultimately they also add to the state
economy, because if we get it right in the early
childhood space and give children the best start to
their education, we will deliver better students to our
primary, secondary and tertiary institutions and
ultimately better applicants for jobs in the workforce.
What is done in early childhood very much
contributes to the state’s productivity later on.
Every child must be given access to early childhood
programs and should not be excluded based on their
parents’ actions or decisions not to immunise them.
Children who are not immunised can be dealt with in
other ways. However, I do not at all condone the nonimmunisation of children; I think that every child,
apart from those who have an allergy to various
vaccinations, should be vaccinated for their own
protection as well as for the rest of the children.
What is wrong with this bill? Firstly, it does not
deliver on the government’s election commitment. It
now includes a whole range of exemptions that were
not part of the government’s election commitment.
The exemptions were included because the sector
was concerned about Labor’s policy. These changes
were brought about because Labor had a poor policy
to begin with and the sector was concerned that
Labor’s poor policy would be detrimental to those
children from disadvantaged backgrounds who
benefit most from early childhood education
programs. The fact is that the current arrangements of
excluding non-vaccinated children when there is an
outbreak of a disease actually work better than
Labor’s election commitment because it does not
punish children for the actions of their parents.
I am concerned that this bill will lead to more
children not being vaccinated as it only highlights the
ability to get around the immunisation requirements
of attending child care and early childhood programs,
especially as the government has not included any
measure to enforce vaccination if a parent fails to do
so within the 16-week grace period.
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The federal government has got this right, and I think
any improvements in immunisation will come from
the federal government’s policy of ‘No jab, no pay’.
This imposes a financial penalty on parents by
removing their childcare payments. This is a policy
that encourages parents to do the right thing and
vaccinate their children. Imposing a financial penalty
means that if parents do not vaccinate, they will not
get childcare benefits; this encourages parents to do
the right thing.
I would like to place on the record my personal and
my party’s strong support for immunisation. In
government the then Minister for Health, David
Davis, the then Minister for Education, Martin
Dixon, and I as the then Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development worked together to
raise immunisation rates. We set a target of 95 per
cent and were working towards it. Labor has no
targets, just rhetoric.
Immunisation saves lives. Worldwide immunisation
has eradicated smallpox and has almost eradicated
polio. Ms Wooldridge mentioned herd immunity in
her contribution on Tuesday. This is when a
community reaches a critical level of immunisation,
which means it is protected from disease because
there is little opportunity for an outbreak. Raising the
level of immunisation achieves this, but I am not sure
that this bill will do that. In fact I fear that this bill
may lead to fewer parents choosing to immunise their
children.
We have all heard about the myth put about that
vaccinations may cause autism. This has been
disproved a number of times. However, there is still a
small group that persists in trying to prove
differently, so much so that a group called Safeminds
funded its own research to try to prove a link between
vaccines and autism. Instead of confirming this link,
its research found no link and no proof that there was
any connection between vaccinations and the
incidence of autism.
Even though I have reservations about the contents of
this legislation, I believe any measures to improve
immunisation levels are important and should be
supported. That is why the coalition will not oppose
this bill.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to
rise today to make my contribution to the debate on
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No
Jab, No Play) Bill 2015. I would firstly like to state
that The Nationals and the coalition will not oppose

the bill. We support vaccination and promote healthy
choices with respect to our children’s wellbeing.
The content of the bill indicates that from January
2016 all parents seeking to enrol a child at an early
childhood service in Victoria will be required to
provide full evidence that that child is fully
immunised for their age, that they are in a catch-up
program to be immunised or that they have a valid
medical reason or other exclusionary reason why
vaccination cannot take place. Early childhood
services include child care, kindergarten, occasional
care and family day care. The legislation does not
include enrolment in primary or secondary school,
playgroups or outside occasional care that offer less
than 2 hours per day or 6 hours per week.
As with all of Labor’s policy commitments nothing is
quite as it seems. This bill looks quite different to
Labor’s election promises. There is no allowance for
a conscientious objection exemption under this bill,
in contrast with Labor’s election commitment;
however, there are seven categories of exemption that
provide a far greater possibility of coming under
exemption than the two specified in its election
commitments.
There will be issues around some of these
exemptions, and we have heard about them today.
Exemptions include children who descend from or
identify as Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander and
children who are in the care of a parent with a valid
federal government concession card. Incidentally, at
one of the preschools in my Gippsland electorate the
percentage of parents holding a valid concession card
is 70 per cent. I am not saying that all of those 70 per
cent would choose to follow this exemption, but it
highlights the large proportion of concession card
holders and therefore the large percentage of children
who could be exempted from vaccination. Children
born as a twin or from a multiple birth are also
exempt.
The legislation requires that parents conduct the
immunisation process for unvaccinated children
within 16 weeks; however, children will not be
removed from a kinder or childcare facility if this
does not occur, so I am not sure what the penalty is
for non-compliance. There is also an obligation for a
person in charge of an early years learning centre to
obtain a copy of immunisation certificates, and fines
of up to $20 000 will apply for non-compliance with
record-keeping elements of the bill.
According to the World Health Organisation
vaccinations are estimated to save 3 million lives per
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year worldwide, making them one of the greatest
inventions in modern medicine. Some successful
vaccination programs are for whooping cough,
measles, polio, diphtheria and tuberculosis. I will
discuss a couple of these diseases, which are largely
preventable due to immunisation.
Poliomyelitis, or infantile paralysis, is a disease that
has now been virtually eradicated in Victoria, but the
legacy of this crippling condition remains. Although
vaccination programs begun in the late 1950s have
prevented new infections in Australia, polio survivors
form the largest single physical disability group in
our country. Between around 1930 and 1960 there
were 40 000 cases of paralytic poliomyelitis recorded
in our country. Patients with residual paralysis faced
terrible disabilities and were treated with braces and
taught to compensate for their loss of function with
the help of calipers, crutches and wheelchairs. Due to
paralysis some sufferers were incarcerated in an iron
lung, which works by changing the air pressure
inside the machine to enable them to breathe. We
wish never to see this type of devastating disease
return to Australia.
Measles is a highly contagious and serious disease.
Prior to widespread vaccination in 1980, globally
measles caused an estimated 2.6 million deaths per
year. Worldwide, measles is the fifth highest cause of
illness and death in children, occurring largely in
Third World countries. Sadly, last year 340 babies
died from measles in Australia. This figure is just too
high.
Vaccinations work by stimulating the immune
system to produce antibodies without actually
infecting the body with the disease. If the vaccinated
person comes into contact with the disease itself,
their immune system will recognise it and
immediately produce the antibodies needed to fight
it. If enough people in a community are vaccinated, it
is harder for the disease to pass between people who
have not been vaccinated. As we have heard today
and on Tuesday, this is called herd immunity. Herd
immunity requires approximately 95 per cent of a
population to be immunised to be effective. Last year
Australian Medical Association (AMA) Associate
Professor Brian Owler stated:
The importance of immunisation from preventable
diseases remains a relevant community message amid
concerns about patchy immunisation rates across the
country and continued rates of immunisation lower than
the 95 per cent mark, which provides herd immunity …

I acknowledge that some sectors within our
community debate whether or not vaccination is safe,
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and I acknowledge that people have written to me on
both sides of the debate. In line with the AMA, the
coalition feels that the risks associated with not
vaccinating our children — our most vulnerable —
far outweigh the extremely remote and scientifically
unproven possibility of vaccinations causing any
long-term danger or damage to the child. However,
as I said before, it is disappointing that Labor has
broken another promise. It made a commitment that
this bill would be consistent with the New South
Wales laws. The New South Wales legislation
provides for only two exemptions: medical
contraindication and conscientious objection. This
bill does not do that; it has seven exemptions.
If I look at immunisation rates in my electorate, I see
that 96.8 per cent of children aged five in
Hazelwood, Morwell and surrounding areas are fully
vaccinated. This is one of the highest vaccination
rates in Australia as at 2013. Gippsland has the
highest rate of five-year-old immunisation of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children at
97 per cent. From this, fewer than 35 Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander children in Gippsland are not
fully immunised. The National Health Performance
Authority’s Healthy Communities — Immunisation
Rates for Children in 2012–13 states that
immunisation programs help protect the community
against the spread of potentially serious illness and
diseases such as measles, polio, tetanus and
whooping cough, but the success of these programs
depends on maintaining high compliance rates. When
immunisation rates are high, diseases have less
opportunity to spread because there are fewer
chances of infection.
The Gippsland Primary Health Network does a great
job in working with local GPs and councils to
provide adequate training and education on how to
successfully implement vaccination programs and
also in its administration tasks in monitoring
immunisation coverage rates across the area of
Gippsland.
In conclusion, the coalition will not be opposing the
bill. We support immunisation and recognise its
value in protecting our children. However, there are
still some concerns around this bill, and I hope Labor
will address them.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise to speak to the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015. I put on the record that I vaccinated my son,
who was born almost 18 years ago — and I
understand that since this time a lot has occurred in
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this space regarding science and many other
developments — and I would probably make the
same decision today. However, I need to represent
the views of the hundreds of constituents who have
contacted me and my office about this bill. This
legislation has been denounced by many as
discriminatory against the rights of children to be
educated or attend child care and against the rights of
parents to determine the medical requirements of
their children.
The DLP believes that decisions should be made at
the most grassroots level, so in regard to vaccines we
believe parents are the best placed to make decisions
regarding their children. This legislation appears to
be a little bit of a heavy-handed approach. The DLP
would have preferred to have seen, for example,
campaigns around education first, rather than
legislation.

consent to vaccination to be legally valid, a number
of elements must be present, including that consent
must be voluntary, in the absence of undue pressure,
coercion or manipulation.
I point out that this legislation affects real people. I
will read some of the comments that my constituents
have made. I will be careful not to disclose the names
of constituents or where they are from, so I have
changed some aspects of the comments I will read
out to ensure that that happens. One constituent, Lyn,
said:
I am amongst a growing number of people, both ‘pro vax’
and ‘anti vax’, who have grave concerns about this
proposed piece of legislation.
This is an innately unethical and divisive bill, which
discriminates against children who have every right to an
education.
…

As Australia is a signatory to the United Nations
Convention on the Rights of the Child, I am
concerned with some of the contradictions in the bill.
The convention states at article 2(1):
… parties shall respect and ensure the rights set forth in the
present convention to each child within their jurisdiction
without discrimination of any kind, irrespective of the
child’s or his or her parent’s or legal guardian’s race,
colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion,
national, ethnic or social origin, property, disability, birth
or other status.

It also states at article 2(2):
… parties shall take all appropriate measures to ensure that
the child is protected against all forms of discrimination or
punishment on the basis of the status, activities, expressed
opinions, or beliefs of the … parents, legal guardians, or
family members.

Clearly the beliefs of the child’s parents have not
been fully considered in the development of this
legislation. A committee reference where people,
including parents and advocates, had an opportunity
to be heard would have been an appropriate step in
the development of this bill. I am disappointed that
this legislation appears to have been rushed without
this proper and considered consultation process.
Constituents have also raised concerns with me
around the contradictions with the Universal
Declaration on Bioethics and Human Rights, which
decries enforcing medication through coercion and
condemns the withholding of education because of
the practices, values and beliefs of the parents. Closer
to home, I have had a look at the Australian
Immunisation Handbook. It has been pointed out to
me that it covers the issue of consent. It says for

I have vaccine-injured children myself. I also have friends
who have lost children. Their children paid the ultimate
price for the ‘risk’. I have friends who are currently
supporting vaccine-injured children, like myself.

Lyn would like these views represented. Another
constituent, Liz, said:
I no longer vaccinate my … children. I am not a criminal,
nor am I a negligent mother. I simply had one child with a
serious adverse reaction to a vaccine.
Prior to this event, I had two teenagers whom were up to
date with every vaccine, and I have two preschoolers
whom I was adamant would be fully vaccinated. That was
before this experience.
There are no guarantees in anything we do, we can cross a
road and come to harm. However, before I inject my
children with any substance, I as their mother, ask for a
guarantee this substance will not harm my child in any
way. No-one can give me this guarantee.
I should be able to decide this without
manipulation/monetary coercion, or threats of my children
being isolated or segregated from preschool. This approach
will not change my mind because my concerns are
genuine.
I am simply an ordinary person, I don’t have a ‘cause’ or
anything. I love my country and my state which I have
always lived in. I am simply a concerned mum who loves
her children beyond measure, I am apprehensive about
where this proposed legislation will lead.
I am however, confident this proposed approach will not
change my mind.

Another constituent said:
Please represent me, I have 20 years working in health and
have great awareness that vaccination is something which
needs to be deeply considered, with an open mind and
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consideration of all of the potential benefits and risks to the
individual.
The right to make informed health choices should never be
removed in a true and fair democracy and free country.
This policy is a clear violation of our rights as intelligent
and loving parents.

One more, from Heidi, says:
I am a solo parent to a two-year-old child that I have
chosen not to vaccinate due to thorough research, a history
of adverse reactions in the family and us both being
carriers of the MTHFR gene which has significant impacts
on the body’s ability to process multiple vaccinations.
None of these reasons is enough to gain a medical
exemption —

to vaccinations. They are just a few of my
constituents’ emails, but they express a common
theme.
One of the points many of my constituents raised
with me is that there is no compensation scheme in
place should adverse reactions to vaccinations occur.
While this is something that is extremely rare, it is
important to the few who have an adverse reaction. A
principled approach to this legislation could have
included at least some exploration of compensation
schemes to give parents some assurance that they
would be looked after if they did take up the series of
vaccinations which will now be tied to access to early
childhood services. Perhaps such a scheme, which is
in existence in other countries, would have provided
assurance to people such as Lyn and Liz, whose
concerns I have read out.
Lily writes:
I’m writing to let you know that as a mother of two, and
the third on the way, I rely on child care so that I can work.
Returning to work after having kids not only supports my
family financially, but it has supported my mental health
immensely.

Thursday, 22 October 2015

obtained is simply not valid. Of course, the other more
probable outcome may be that parents will not consent,
and their child will miss out on preschool.

As a sidenote, there are also concerns that a lot of
unregistered preschools will now pop up full of
unvaccinated children, and that is quite a concern.
Getting back to what Eleanor had to say:
As a teacher, I am deeply concerned that a small (but
important) number of children in our communities would
be deprived the experience of a good-quality early
childhood education program before starting school. I
believe that every child has the right to an education,
starting with preschool education … Exclusion of
unvaccinated children unfairly disadvantages them,
especially if they are already financially and/or socially
vulnerable. For disadvantaged children, access to child
care exponentially improves their educational and social
outcomes.
As an Australian, I am dismayed that there are attempts to
make discrimination of a minority group of children legal
and mandatory. It would be completely unethical to
disallow children to attend child care or kindergarten
because their families happen to consciously object to
vaccination, no matter what their reason. An individual
must continue to have the right to make his or her own
medical decisions (or those on behalf of their children)
without losing access to child care or early childhood
education options.

To summarise my concerns, this legislation appears
to be an overreach. I think the purpose would have
been better addressed through educational programs
and awareness raising rather than through legislation,
and this is the tack the coalition took during its last
term of government. A better consultation process
that took into consideration the views of thousands of
constituents — hundreds of whom have contacted me
directly — could have been had and would have been
favourable to undertake prior to introducing this
legislation.

I am not saying that I am against vaccination, but this
could have been thought through more and there
could have been more of a consultation process that
would have allowed people like this to be heard. One
very articulate constituent, Eleanor, had this to say:

As I said, the DLP prefers decisions to be made
according to the lowest common denominator on the
principle of subsidiarity, as we believe that all people
have the right to participate in the decisions that
affect their lives. Subsidiarity requires that decisions
are made by the people closest to and most affected
by the issues and concerns of the community. I will
not oppose the bill, and nor do I oppose the idea of
vaccinating children. However, the concerns of
constituents needed to be put on the record, and I
reiterate that educational programs rather than
legislation would have been my preferred option.

As a mother, I can’t imagine being pressured by threat of
disadvantage to submit my children to a medical procedure
that I didn’t believe in, even if my belief were a minority
one. Consent must be obtained for any medical procedure,
and where there is coercion such as this, any consent

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I want to make some remarks before we
go into committee stage on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill 2015.

… I have worked very hard to establish my career and am
proud of my career achievements.
The ‘no jab, no play’ legislation would force me to quit
paid employment.
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I will not get into the technical aspect of the bill
because I am sure those issues will be well canvassed
during the committee stage, but in light of emails that
members have received about this bill I think it is
important to put some things clearly on the public
record. The Andrews Labor government introduced
this bill because we are committed to doing
everything we can to protect children in the
community from disease and we know that
vaccinations save lives. This ‘no jab, no play’ bill is
designed to boost immunisation rates across the
Victorian community.
Whilst Victoria’s immunisation rates are high by
international standards, we know we can do better.
Vaccine-preventable diseases continue to be
prevalent. In 2014 approximately 92 per cent of
Victorian children under seven years of age were
fully immunised, although some geographic areas
have lower rates of coverage. The current
immunisation rate has remained stable at between 91
and 92 per cent for the past five years. An
immunisation rate at this level does not provide the
protection needed for those who cannot be vaccinated
for medical reasons. Immunisation does not just
protect immunised individuals; it also protects others
in the community by increasing the rate of herd
immunity and reducing the spread of disease. Herd
immunity for measles is achieved when there is
95 per cent immunisation coverage.
For those parents who have contacted members of
Parliament — I have also received a number of
emails about this bill — in relation to the issue of the
safety of vaccines, I will make a few points about this
issue. I have no doubt that these parents are
concerned about the welfare of their children, but it is
concerning to me that there are so many myths and
untruths about vaccination and that they have been
spread widely on the internet. A well-known example
is the theory linking the measles, mumps, and rubella
(MMR) vaccine with autism. This theory was
proposed in 1998 by a group of researchers in the
United Kingdom. That study has since been retracted
due to the data being fraudulent. Numerous wellconducted studies and expert panel reviews since
1998 have produced conclusive evidence that there is
no link between the MMR vaccine and autism. But
sadly there are websites that continue to spread these
myths which cause anxiety for many families.
Immunisation is one of the most effective public
health interventions, saving millions of lives
worldwide.
A number of members have referred to the issue of
polio and a very interesting article that appeared in

the Age earlier this week around this issue.
Throughout my childhood my next-door neighbour
was an elderly gentleman who was in a wheelchair.
He was invited to dine with my family on a number
of occasions, and when we had a conversation with
him I discovered that he had contracted polio as a
young child. The thought that a simple vaccine that is
so available in this country could have prevented this
person from spending his whole lifetime in a
wheelchair is very powerful. There are so many
things that we take for granted in this nation because
we have had the polio vaccine and so many other
vaccines available now for many decades, making
such a big difference in the quality of life of so many
individuals. I know many countries around the world
would look at our preventable disease rate with some
envy. I think it is important that we are reminded of
what we have achieved in relation to the elimination
of particular diseases such as polio.
Sadly we do have some preventable diseases that are
becoming a significant problem in the community. In
particular I refer to measles. In the first half of this
year there were 27 reported cases of measles, with 8
of these in children age zero to five years; 3 were
under one and too young for their first dose of the
vaccine; 3 were old enough to have had at least one
dose of the vaccine but were not vaccinated; and 2
had had their first dose of the vaccine but were not
old enough to have had the second dose. We know
that measles can lead to severe complications such as
pneumonia, encephalitis, low birth weight and
stillbirths in pregnant women, and even death. For
every 1000 children who get measles, 1 or 2 will die
from it.
We have also seen, sadly, whooping cough become a
problem in our community. Between 2006 and 2012,
10 infants across Australia died from whooping
cough, including a four-week-old from Western
Australia who passed away earlier this year. This
baby was too young to be vaccinated so was relying
on the immunity of those around him. Between
1 January and 30 June this year 2580 cases of
pertussis, or whooping cough as it is known, were
notified to the Department of Health and Human
Services. Compared to the same period in 2014 and
cases going back to 2013, we have seen an increase
between 2014 and 2015 that represents a 69 per cent
increase in overall notifications. It is very concerning
that we are seeing this terrible disease. Ms Shing
referred to the heartbreak involved in seeing a child
suffering from whooping cough, and we are seeing
this disease become more prevalent in the
community.

3993

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT (NO JAB, NO PLAY) BILL 2015
3994

COUNCIL

Thursday, 22 October 2015

It is important to stress to those parents who have
some concerns about vaccinations that immunisation
is one of the most effective public health
interventions and has saved millions of lives
worldwide. The scientific evidence supporting
vaccination is well documented and indicates that the
benefits of vaccination far outweigh the very rare
risks. Of course it is important to acknowledge that
no medicine, including vaccines, can be considered
100 per cent free of all risk at all times. However, all
vaccines currently available in Australia must pass
stringent safety testing before being approved for use
by the Therapeutic Goods Administration. Safety
testing is required by law and is usually done over
many years during the vaccine’s development. Once
vaccines are in use, their safety is continually
monitored by the Therapeutic Goods Administration
and other organisations. In addition, all immunisation
providers play an important role in reporting adverse
events following immunisation, which assists in
safety surveillance after a vaccine is registered for
use in Australia.

The rights in the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities may be subject to reasonable
limitation. That involves balancing the rights of the
individual with the need for the government to
protect the broader public interest, especially in
relation to public safety, health and order. The great
benefits of immunisation are well documented.
Vaccines prevent illness, disability and death. They
do not just protect the vaccinated individual, they
also protect others in the community who cannot be
vaccinated. High rates of immunisation are a vital
protective public health measure. They control the
incidence and transmission of communicable
diseases. Conversely, low immunisation rates expose
Victorians unnecessarily to a number of diseases that
can have extremely serious consequences.

In essence the bill seeks to provide a prompt — it is a
reminder to encourage parents when enrolling their
children in early years services to get up to date with
their vaccinations. To support the implementation of
the bill, the Department of Health and Human
Services and the Department of Education and
Training are working very closely with the Municipal
Association of Victoria and the early childhood
education and care sectors to develop a range of
materials to support early childhood services to
implement these new laws. No doubt I will go into
further detail about this issue in the committee stage.

It is important that members of the community
understand that members of Parliament have had the
opportunity to consider the SARC report and the
minister’s response in relation to this issue and that
there has been careful consideration by the
government of the potential limitation of individual
rights that may arise from measures in this bill. The
balance between individual choice and protection of
public health is a cornerstone of public health policy,
and we believe that with this bill we have the balance
right and that the bill is compatible with human rights
as set out in the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.

I briefly make mention of another issue which has
been raised in correspondence from constituents. I
am sure other members have received similar emails.
This relates to the relationship between this bill and
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities,
and in particular the report by the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee (SARC). The Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee, of which I
happened to be a member many years ago when I
first became a member of this Parliament, tables a
report each parliamentary sitting week in respect of
every bill for members’ information and
consideration. The Minister for Health has responded
in full to the specific issues noted in the committee’s
report and, as other members have noted, this
response to the SARC report was published in
SARC’s most recent report tabled in Parliament
earlier this week.

In the debate on this bill it is good to see that broadly
speaking we have a clear consensus in this
Parliament in relation to the need to boost
immunisation rates and that this is fundamentally
important as a public health initiative.

I say also that there has been a lot of discussion,
particularly from members of the opposition, in
relation to the issue of the grace period and the
exemptions in the legislation. I point out that the
provisions in the bill allow for some categories of
disadvantaged children to have a grace period to be
enrolled even if those children are not yet up to date
with their vaccinations, and the categories of
vulnerable families that will be subject to this grace
period have been modelled on both New South
Wales legislation and the Victorian kindergarten fee
subsidy and Early Start Kindergarten grant
provisions.
I will not go through the list, as I am sure we will go
through that in some detail in the committee stage,
but it is important that we provide reminders and
incentives for parents to get up to date with their
vaccinations, and that is exactly what will happen.
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At the same time we must ensure that disadvantaged
children have the opportunity to access early
childhood education. The benefits for disadvantaged
children in doing so have been well demonstrated;
there is considerable research to indicate the
considerable benefits such children derive. This is
why we have struck an appropriate balance here in
terms of ensuring that we provide opportunities for
parents to get up to date, particularly those parents
who may not be up to date with their children’s
vaccinations due to issues around access to services,
access to information and socio-economic
disadvantage, which may have had some bearing on
these matters.
The opposition has in numerous speeches now, both
in the other house and in this house, taken quite
contradictory positions in relation to this issue.
Ms Wooldridge — They have been very
consistent.
Ms MIKAKOS — Not at all. The opposition has
had members, including the shadow Minister for
Health, Ms Wooldridge, take the position that the
exemptions should have been narrowly confined, and
then we have had Ms Crozier and Ms Lovell come
into the house and argue that it is important that
children are not punished and have access to earlyyear services. So there are quite contradictory
positions. We will have further opportunities to
canvass these matters in some detail in the committee
stage, but I just want to make the point to those in the
community who have concerns about the issue of
vaccination that this is an important public health
measure.
I congratulate the Minister for Health for her
leadership role in relation to bringing this bill to the
Parliament, and I look forward to the committee
stage. I hope that all members will be supportive of
this very important public health measure getting
through the Parliament today.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
first question I have is that in the last few days
obviously we have all been receiving a large volume

of emails. There is a question I need to ask. In the
government’s policy platform last year it said that
there would be conscientious objection for this
legislation, but that is no longer in the bill. Can the
minister explain why that change was made?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Hartland for her question.
Not having an exemption for conscientious objection
strengthens the policy by ensuring that as many
children as possible are vaccinated against serious
and potentially life-threatening illnesses.
Immunisation not only protects individuals but also
protects those around them by reducing the incidence
and spread of disease. If a child is spending part of
their day with other children who are also vaccinated,
they are less likely to be exposed to vaccinepreventable diseases.
We know that New South Wales, which introduced
similar legislation commencing from, I believe,
1 January 2014, saw an increase in registered
conscientious objectors following the introduction of
its no-jab, no-play legislation. New South Wales
specifically allowed the retention of conscientious
objection within its legislation, and it had, I think, a
15 per cent increase in the number of conscientious
objectors registering as a result.
In addition it is important from a practical point of
view that the planned removal of conscientious
objection as an exemption from the commonwealth’s
immunisation requirements for eligibility for the
family tax benefit part A end-of-year supplement, the
childcare benefit and the childcare rebate in 2016 —
the commonwealth legislation is commencing on
1 January 2016 — will make it difficult to continue
such an exemption at a state level. The
commonwealth through its legislation is removing
the register for conscientious objectors, so there will
be no commonwealth register for conscientious
objectors as a result of the commonwealth’s changes.
We think the change in circumstances — both what
has happened in New South Wales and what is
happening at a commonwealth level — justifies
going further and removing the conscientious
objection provision.
I also make the point that a media release dated
3 February 2014, attributed to the then Leader of the
Opposition and now Premier and the then shadow
Minister for Health and now Leader of the
Government in this house, states in the key facts that
the policy intent from our perspective was to be
consistent with commonwealth immunisation
requirements, so we have been consistent with
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commonwealth immunisation requirements in the
way this legislation has been framed.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
have a number of questions on how the legislation
will work on a practical level. What support will be
provided to childcare centres and kindergartens to
implement this legislation?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Hartland for her question.
The Department of Health and Human Services and
the Department of Education and Training have been
working and will continue to work closely together
with the early childhood education and care sector in
regard to the implementation of the no jab, no play
laws. The departments are working closely with the
Municipal Association of Victoria to develop a range
of materials to support services to implement these
new laws. A comprehensive toolkit is being
developed for services to be circulated prior to the
commencement of this legislation.
It is intended that the toolkit will include the
following: detailed information about the enrolment
requirements and exemptions in the legislation;
information about the immunisation documents that
are available to parents; and tips so that services can
easily identify the information they need to
administer their enrolment processes — for example,
key immunisation due dates. It will include resources
to assist services to administer the grace period
provisions — for example, a template letter to
parents explaining the requirements for enrolment
and a template document designed to assist services
to identify whether a child is eligible for the grace
period. It will also include tips on documentation
management as well as information about what to do
in various scenarios — for example, when parents
have lost their child’s immunisation certificates or
when children have received vaccinations overseas.
The toolkit will include resources that services can
distribute to support parents to get children
immunised — for example, a brochure for parents,
contacts for local council immunisation services and
a reminder card for parents so they can record the
date of their child’s next due vaccination. Prior to
circulation of the toolkit there will be ongoing
communication with the sector about this new
legislation. The Department of Education and
Training will also provide a 1300 phone number for
any services that have questions about their
obligations.
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I assure the member that the intention is to be very
supportive of our early years services so they
understand their obligations and become familiar
with the provisions of this legislation and to give
them the assistance they require. I intend to write to
early years services once this legislation passes
through the Parliament to provide them with some
additional information about that and the information
that will be forthcoming soon afterwards.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
That all sounds fine. What I am looking for is: how
will the government assist a childcare centre or a
kinder with that family who is quite chaotic and
disorganised and cannot manage to do this
themselves? What kind of extra assistance will a
facility get from the government to assist these
parents, especially around paperwork and finding out
where it is that they need to go? A lot of parents will
manage with the information the government will
give, but there will be a group of parents who just
will not manage that without extra assistance, so I
ask: what kind of extra assistance can childcare
centres and kinders call upon to assist them with
these families?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Obviously there will be the toolkit,
which I said is comprehensive in nature, with
information that early years services can provide to
families, particularly the template kind of information
I referred to before and the information about local
immunisation services. There will be a phone line,
and all of that information will be made available to
early years services.
In addition to that, we have commenced providing
additional funding to local governments to support
specific case management programs that reflect the
demographics of their unimmunised populations and
the particular needs of those populations. For
example, the City of Greater Dandenong, which has a
high number of refugees, receives funding for a
project at Noble Park English Language School
aimed at increasing access to immunisation services
for its local refugee community. Local councils are
already active in working to boost vaccination rates,
with flexible and accessible immunisation service
delivery. The no jab, no play legislation is designed
to work in concert with these ongoing activities.
There are current initiatives by councils and other
immunisation service providers that will also provide
a range of information and assistance to families. For
example, at each vaccination attendance the date of
the next due vaccination is provided to parents.
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Reminder letters are sent to parents by the Australian
childhood immunisation register at relevant points.
Victoria has some of the most flexible arrangements
in Australia for the administering of vaccinations,
because 79 local councils offer immunisation
services at a range of times and in a range of
locations — these include sessions after hours and on
Saturdays — with 45 per cent of infants vaccinated at
a local council immunisation service in Victoria.
Local councils promote their immunisation services
in local media communications material. Some
councils work with other parenting and family-based
community groups to promote their immunisation
services. A number of councils have home visits for
vulnerable and disadvantaged families or for those
who cannot attend sessions for medical reasons.
Immunisation service providers can download
reports from the Australian childhood immunisation
register detailing due and overdue children. Some
providers use these reports to write to those families
with vaccination reminders. In addition some
immunisation service providers send out birthday
cards with vaccination reminders. Some
immunisation service providers use an SMS system
to send vaccination reminders to parents. Some
councils have four-year-old parties with dress-ups
and games at which four-year-old vaccinations are
administered so that the child is up to date prior to
school commencement.
Local council maternal and child health nurses also
provide information about vaccinations and
vaccination services, including home visits. It is
important to understand that all the obligations are
not just sitting with the early year services; there is a
broad range of strategies here to support families,
particularly by giving them access to information
about what services are available in their local
community. Those local vaccination services will
obviously be armed with all of these strategies I have
just referred to in terms of providing support to
families and reminding them of the need for
vaccination and of the appropriate timing for those
vaccinations to occur.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
really appreciate that, but it was not quite the
question I was actually asking. The minister has halfanswered several other questions for me. I am talking
about that small cohort of families who are just not
going to manage this without support. When they are
identified, is there going to be some mechanism by
which the kinder or the childcare centre can call upon
that extra outside help? Will they be able to ring the
local council and get the maternal health nurse in to

assist those families? Is there going to be another
program whereby they can access this kind of
assistance?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Hartland for her further
question in relation to this matter. Families in those
situations will be referred to existing resources in the
community, whether that is the maternal child health
service or other council-based vaccination services,
to ensure that they can get up to date. There will be,
as I explained, a toolkit with a lot of detail prepared
for early services to be able to refer families to
relevant vaccination services in their community.
The whole thinking behind the grace period, and in
particular the 16-week period that has been provided
for particularly disadvantaged cohorts in the
community, is that we acknowledge that some
families need additional time and support to get up to
date with their vaccination and that the reason they
are not up to date with their vaccinations is not
related to a conscientious objection — it is just that
they have had disruptive circumstances in their lives
or have not been able to access the appropriate
information or the appropriate services in their
community. That is the thinking behind the grace
period, and I point out that a grace period also applies
in the New South Wales legislation — New South
Wales has a 12-week grace period, and it does not
have a sanction at the end of the 12-week grace
period either.
This is about ensuring that we can assist families
through all of these measures, including the changes
that the commonwealth is introducing with its
incentivising through the financial payments the
commonwealth provides to families, to get up to date
with their children’s immunisation. All of these
reminders, whether they are coming from a
commonwealth agency or coming through other local
services, are designed to support families to get up to
date with their immunisation. Ultimately there is
going to be the phone line available to assist services
where they are having some difficulties and need
some additional advice, so early-year services will be
able to call that phone line. They will also be able to
call their local maternal child health nurses as well
for assistance. This is designed to assist families as
much as possible to get up to date with their
children’s vaccinations.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
This is on the same issue, so it might be helpful, and
the issue Ms Hartland has raised is something we
were interested in questioning as well. Maybe what
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would help pinpoint that assistance that might be able
to be provided a little bit more is if the minister were
able to provide a definition for the word ‘referral’. Is
that referral as outlined in the explanatory
memorandum as an early childhood service referring
a family to a provider, handing them a number and
then that being satisfied, or does that referral require
further steps? Does that referral require a call to the
maternal and child health service, the council or the
immunisation provider? Perhaps some clarity about
what the expectation or definition of ‘referral’ is will
give some greater clarity on whether there is to be
any level of assistance provided to families or
whether it is the handing over of that information kit
and a phone number.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Wooldridge for her
question. We are now really getting to the definition
of ‘reasonable steps’ in new section 143(C)(2), which
is inserted by clause 5 of the bill. I am happy to assist
the member at this point. Obviously there is no
legalistic definition in the bill in relation to this.
‘Reasonable steps’ is a commonly understood
provision, but as I was explaining to Ms Hartland, a
range of resources will be made available to early
years services through the toolkit that is being
developed. That will provide a range of resources
that early years services will be able to utilise,
including the template letters I referred to in my
advice to Ms Hartland. With the range of materials,
whether it is information about local vaccination
services or brochures for parents about how they can
contact their local immunisation services, the
intention is to be as supportive as possible of our
early years services. We know that some services are
very enthusiastic about this new legislation and are
keen to provide as much support as possible to
families whose children attend them.
We take the view that the obligation being imposed
on early years services to take reasonable steps is a
reasonable one. If the member is asking for further
explanation about reasonable steps, I can indicate that
the obligation on services during the enrolment
process will be to request that the parents of a child
provide immunisation documentation showing that
the child’s immunisations are up to date, that the
child has a medical contraindication to a vaccine or
that the child has commenced and is on track with a
vaccine catch-up schedule. If immunisation
documentation is not provided, services will then
need to determine whether a child is eligible for the
grace period provided for under clause 5 of the bill.
They will also have an obligation to decline
confirmation of enrolment of a child where there is
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no immunisation documentation provided for that
child and the child is not eligible for the grace period.
If the grace period applies, after the child commences
at the service the service is required to take
reasonable steps to obtain immunisation
documentation during that grace period. For all
children who are enrolled, keeping records of the
immunisation documentation received for each child
is a requirement currently set out in the Education
and Care Services National Law and the Children’s
Services Act 1996, so it is a record-keeping
requirement that currently exists under law. The
impact on services is not expected to be
unreasonable, given the important benefit that will
arise from a boost to immunisation rates. In addition,
a number of the obligations on services are existing
and the others are extensions of existing obligations.
Services will be supported by the communication and
implementation material I referred to in my
explanation to Ms Hartland. There will be
considerable support for services to understand what
their obligations are so they are able to assist families
to get up to date with their vaccinations.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just to further clarify that — and I thank the minister
for running through all of that — there is the word
‘referring’ in the explanatory memorandum. The
minister has been able to elaborate in quite some
detail about other aspects, and I am wondering
whether she is able to elaborate on her expectation of
the explanatory memorandum’s outline of reasonable
steps relating to a referral and what that practically
means.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am just trying to find it in here.
Ms Wooldridge — It is on page 4, in the second
paragraph.
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank Ms Wooldridge for
assisting me to locate the precise reference in the
explanatory memorandum. This comes to an
explanation of the clause I have been referring to
which relates to reasonable steps.
Whilst the word ‘referral’ is not contained within the
relevant new section I referred to just previously, the
explanatory memorandum is designed to assist
services to understand their particular obligations,
and as I have said, the toolkit is going to assist them
further in relation to understanding their obligations.
But a referral may include information about the
nearest immunisation provider in that family’s local
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community. Services could use existing relationships
with local government and family support services to
access additional support for families where required.
We know, and the member would be well aware, that
the most vulnerable families are often receiving
additional supports in the community. It will
obviously depend on the circumstances involved with
a particular family, and the toolkit will be able to
provide further assistance to early years services in
terms of a list of services they will be able to refer
families to in their particular community.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Currently in my electorate there is obviously huge
growth, and I am thinking of some of the growth
councils. Werribee, in my electorate, has 70 babies
born a week, and that number will just get higher.
What kind of extra resources is the government
looking at for local councils which are doing higher
and higher numbers of immunisations?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Hartland for her further
question. I referred Ms Hartland earlier to the fact
that the state government has commenced providing
additional funding to local government to support
specific case management programs that reflect the
particular demographics of their unimmunised
populations and the particular needs of those
populations. There has been a longstanding view that
immunisation is a joint responsibility shared by
commonwealth, state and local governments. Local
government is responsible for the delivery of its
immunisation services. Councils deliver
approximately 45 per cent of vaccination services.
Ms Hartland — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I am having trouble hearing the answers.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask
members who are not participating directly in the
committee to either vacate the chamber or desist from
having a dialogue with each other.
Ms MIKAKOS — I thank Ms Hartland. As I was
explaining, local government is responsible for the
delivery of its immunisation services. Councils
deliver approximately 45 per cent of vaccinations
across Victoria, with general practitioner practices
providing the remainder. The state government
supports those local government immunisation
services through the payment of a financial
subsidisation based on a payment of $8.70, indexed
annually, per vaccination encounter for a full set of
age-appropriate vaccinations per child. There is
provision of a fully supported and maintained
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immunisation database and software system for case
management and the provision of fact sheets about
vaccine-preventable diseases and associated
information.
Vaccines for council immunisation services are
provided by the commonwealth according to the
national immunisation program. Councils also receive
a payment from the commonwealth of $6 per
vaccination encounter for the full set of age-appropriate
vaccinations per child once the encounter is reported to
the Australian childhood immunisation register.
General practitioners can claim Medicare rebates for
attendances for vaccinations, and they may choose to
charge a higher fee than the rebate, which results in
some out-of-pocket expenses for families.
It should be noted that when a child attends a GP,
other services — for example, a health check —
might be provided at the same time as the
vaccinations. Obviously the issue is demand driven.
If we have significant population growth, such as in
Ms Hartland’s local community, and more families
are attending their local council immunisation
services through the funding mechanism that I have
just explained, they will receive additional funding. I
also point out that maternal and child health funding
is also linked to birth notifications. That is population
driven too. For those growing communities,
particularly in our interface council areas, which are
experiencing a significant surge in population
growth, the funding is demand driven, so they will
obviously have additional resources.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — A
follow-up on that: clearly $14.70 is not going to
cover the cost of doing an immunisation. With rate
capping as well, I think councils are going to be in
more and more difficult financial circumstances. Is
there any consideration by government of increasing
the rate it pays local government to do vaccinations?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Hartland for her question. I
certainly do not want to end up having a long debate
in this committee stage about rate capping.
Ms Hartland would understand that the commitment
that Labor took to the election is something that it is
very committed to implementing. Obviously it is for
local councils to determine what they wish to
prioritise in their communities. Certainly I hope local
government would regard the vaccination of children
in its local communities to be a high priority and
would adequately resource its local immunisation
services.
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I am not aware of this issue having been raised by the
Municipal Association of Victoria in the context of
this particular legislation. It does not appear to be an
issue that has been raised to date, but as I explained
to the member, the funding is demand driven so for
those communities where there is growth and where
there are more children being vaccinated, obviously
their payments will increase accordingly.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
am not going to get into a debate about rate capping
either, but I have been approached by a number of
councils in my electorate which are saying that it is
already very difficult to do the vaccinations on the
amount being paid to them, so I think this is
something that the government does have to
consider, because if we want to achieve this outcome,
some funding is going to have to go into it. I totally
support the bill, but the implementation of the bill is
something that the Greens are concerned about. How
will the government monitor this process, and will
there be a review date so that we can see whether it
has worked or not?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
The Department of Health and Human Services and
the Department of Education and Training are giving
considerations to ways in which the impact of the
legislation can be monitored. It will be important to
ensure that any review or monitoring that is
established is not an undue impost on taxpayers nor
an unreasonable administrative burden on early
childhood service providers or immunisation service
providers. I am keen to know what the impact of this
legislation will be on our kindergarten participation
rates.
The Department of Education and Training will
consider ways in which data on kindergarten
participation rates can be used to monitor the impact
of this policy, and this will include liaison with local
government. As the regulator of early childhood
services, the Department of Education and Training
will monitor service compliance with the
requirements, collect data where possible about
compliance with these requirements and identify any
unintended consequences for services. As I indicated
to the member, the Department of Education and
Training is looking at establishing a 1300 phone line
for any services which have questions about their
obligations. This will enable us to monitor the issues
and collect and collate appropriate feedback from
services, and I am sure that the peak bodies in the
early education and care sector would also be
conveying any concerns that they might have.
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In terms of monitoring the impact on immunisation
rates, this will be monitored through an analysis of
data from the Australian childhood immunisation
register. The Department of Health and Human
Services will continue to liaise with local councils
about participation rates and the distribution of
unimmunised children in their communities. The
Department of Health and Human Services receives
data from the register on a quarterly basis. The data
monitors vaccination levels for infants and children,
and reports are provided specifically for the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander cohort. The data
also allows monitoring of immunisation levels for
each vaccine at a state, local government and
postcode level. The department provides extracted
data to local councils, public health networks and
other immunisation providers and stakeholders.
The immunisation providers are also incentivised to
report directly to the register through a
commonwealth payment of $6 — which I referred to
earlier — per age-appropriate set of vaccinations
once a report has been submitted. A range of data
will be collated to ensure that we are able to monitor
the effectiveness of this legislation and any
unintended consequences that might arise.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Could the minister outline if the government has a
target for the rate of immunisation for one, two and
five-year-olds?
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Regional and rural employment
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Leader of the Government representing the
Minister for Regional Development. When will the
government start the operation of the Regional Jobs
and Infrastructure Fund, which has the specific
purpose to facilitate job creation and retain existing
jobs and yet has not yet commenced?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Drum for his question. Whilst the
government has clearly announced the introduction
of this fund and has been providing support to
regional communities during the first 11 months of
the government, specific allocations over a number of
programs may not have been actually allocated while
significant work may be undertaken to evaluate the
desirability of projects. Given that I am answering on
behalf of my colleague, I am trying not to fall into the
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trap of answering a different question in relation to
which fund we are talking about.
If we are talking about the fund that was aligned to
supporting regional communities in the agricultural
sector in particular, which the government announced
as the $200 million fund that will be funded and
allocated pending the lease arrangements for the port
of Melbourne, then the member would clearly
understand that the allocations will flow subsequent
to that outcome being secured. I do not want to
mislead the member or the chamber. If that is the
fund he is referring to, there is a connection between
the funding allocation and that legislation being
passed.
Mr Drum — The Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund.
Mr JENNINGS — A different one. If that is the
case, I thank Mr Drum. He could have nodded his
head or given some indication about whether I was
answering the right or wrong question.
Mr Drum — Ridiculous.
Mr JENNINGS — It is not ridiculous.
Mr Drum — Just sit there and say you don’t
know.
Mr JENNINGS — I will go back to the original
30 seconds of my answer, and I will stick to the
30 seconds of my answer. In fact the government has
been providing support to regional communities
through the course of the life of the government. We
have been taking proposals and evaluating those
proposals for their utility, and the allocations will
occur in due course.
Supplementary question
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. Today the Australian Bureau
of Statistics detailed that since the election of the
Andrews government there has been a loss of
10 100 full-time jobs in regional Victoria. Given that
in a few days time it will be 11 months since the
election of the Andrews government, and with the
failure to have its regional jobs fund operational, does
the government now accept some responsibility for
this decrease in full-time employment in regional
Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
The government takes responsibility for governing,
and clearly it does in relation to the programs that it is

responsible for and the benefit that it derives and the
consequences that it shares on behalf of the Victorian
community. This is not a government that runs away
from its responsibility, and when opportunities arrive
it provides many instances of support to regional
communities, regional economies and rural
businesses. Whilst I do not have a comprehensive list
at my command at the moment, I know that my
colleagues have made many announcements during
the course of this year to support rural enterprises —
many of them.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — What I am indicating to
Mr Drum is that this has not stopped the Victorian
government supporting regional enterprise. It has not
stopped us from providing that support to any
number of enterprises during the course of the year.
Mr Drum — Can you name one?
Mr JENNINGS — I have already indicated my
answer to that question to Mr Drum. In fact I will
come back to him. I will furnish him with the answer,
and if my colleague had been here, I am certain she
would have been able to provide him with a detailed
list of enterprises that the government has supported
during the course of the last nearly 11 months.

Information and communications technology
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade. I refer to the
minister’s media release of 24 September headed
‘Melbourne Uni paves the way for international
entrepreneurs’, which states:
ICT is one of six … growth sectors in the Back to Work
Plan …

Given the Back to Work Plan does not include ICT as
one of the six growth sectors, I ask: when did the
government change its target sectors?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. Given that the honourable member had this
wonderful portfolio of innovation in the previous
government, he would well understand that the issue
of innovation is all pervasive. He, like me, shares a
passion for ICT and understands that ICT is the
backbone of most industries and most businesses that
operate in that space, and as a result ICT is
everywhere. Like him, I share a passion for ICT, and
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I look forward to extolling the virtues of the IT or the
tech sector wherever and whenever I go.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer,
but as the minister would be aware, the government’s
Back to Work Plan lists medical technology, new
energy technology, food and fibre, transport and
defence, international education and professional
services as the six target sectors, with no mention of
ICT, so I ask: given that funding under the Future
Industries Fund is only available to the six industry
sectors outlined in the government’s plan, will the
minister now provide an assurance that ICT projects
and ICT companies will also be eligible for funding
under the Future Industries Fund?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the honourable
member for his question again. I point out that in life
some things change. If he had looked at a ministerial
list three months ago, I would not have been on it, yet
here I am today. What I say to him in good spirits
and in the interests of bipartisanship, because he and I
share a passion for this area, is that since I have come
into the role I have expressed a desire to work with
every one of my ministerial colleagues to ensure that
the tech sector — a great sector — gets every
opportunity to access any type of funding that we
have got and wherever we have got it.
On that point, President — a very important point, I
might add — very shortly this government will have
more to say about the $60 million start-up initiative
in relation to it, and that money is being provided
under a range of different programs where I am
getting that funding from. The money is specifically
set to help the tech sector. I share Mr Rich-Phillips’s
passion, and I thank him for the question.

Employment
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade.
Mr Finn — Do you want a job too?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Not with him. Despite a
promise from the Andrews Labor government to
create 100 000 new full-time jobs by December
2016, the Australian Bureau of Statistics shows fulltime jobs in Victoria have gone backwards since the
election of the Andrews Labor government. What
advice has the minister received about how Labor’s
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cuts to his programs, such as Building Innovative
Small Manufacturers, Export Victoria and Driving
Business Innovation, have contributed to the loss of
full-time jobs instead of creating them?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I appreciate the member’s
question. As the member would well be aware, when
this government came in unemployment was at
nearly 7 per cent. In fact under the most recent
statistics unemployment in Victoria was the same as
the national average of 6.2 per cent, so
unemployment has gone down, business confidence
has gone up and investment in Victoria has gone up.
But again, there cannot be a downward curve in
unemployment unless there are more people either
working, looking for work or otherwise.
I reject absolutely the premise of the member’s
question, because unemployment at 6.2 per cent is
showing that Victoria and Victorians have a far
greater appreciation for opportunities presented in the
10 months since we came to government than what
they had under the previous government, where
unemployment went from 4.9 per cent to nearly 7 per
cent, after what I might add was the worst financial
crisis in Victoria’s and Australia’s living memory
since the Great Depression of the 1930s.
Given that circumstance, the government is clearly
reforming the way that it has chosen to support
Victoria’s industries and businesses. To that extent,
we have reallocated some funds, and we have
certainly reallocated our mindset and our programs,
to the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Fund, the
Future Industries Fund and the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund, which my colleague spoke of
just moments ago.
We have reviewed programs and initiatives across
the small business, innovation and trade portfolio
areas. We have done so because we realise that if we
had followed the trajectory and the path of the
previous government, then this state could not afford
unemployment to then go an additional 2 percentage
points even further, which was what the trajectory
was under those opposite when they were in
government — from 4.9 per cent to nearly 7 per cent
when they left government. If we had continued that
trend, we would have been at nearly 9 per cent in
four years time at the next election. We were not
prepared to stand by and continue the failed programs
and policies that the previous government
implemented, and we make no apologies for
changing the focus to ensure that economic growth
and jobs are created in Victoria and that people’s
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confidence is up, investment is up and
unemployment is actually down.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
acknowledge the minister’s answer as it related to
jobs, and I look forward to asking him many more
questions about jobs in this house given his keenness
to talk about jobs. Can the minister detail to the house
his target, as Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade, for how many of the 100 000 new fulltime jobs Daniel Andrews promised by December
2016 will be for employees in Victorian small
businesses?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — Again I thank the member
for his question and his interest in jobs, because
under the previous government Victoria lost nearly
70 000 jobs, which saw the unemployment level go
up. Very specifically, like the Wright Brothers, who
would never have got off the ground if they had
never dreamt of flying, I refuse to put targets on what
we can achieve in this portfolio.
Every job we can create within the economy,
whether it be for a small, medium or large employer,
is another person who has disposable money in their
pocket that they can then spend in a small business.
We on this side of the chamber can implement no
greater program than to create as many jobs as
possible for those people who wish to work. I will
work tirelessly and diligently throughout my time in
government — for as long as I can — to ensure that
those people who want opportunities have them. As I
have outlined in response to the substantive question,
we are reorienting our programs to ensure that that
takes place.
Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, I take
note of the minister’s answer in light of the fact that
the minister was asked a question purely about his
small business portfolio, but in both his substantive
and supplementary answers he answered totally
within the employment portfolio. Is the minister now
available for us to ask questions about a portfolio that
he has elected to speak fulsomely on during both his
substantive and supplementary answers?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister,
particularly in regard to the supplementary question,
responded totally within his jurisdiction. The
program might well be administered by another
minister, but what was sought from him was his
department’s expectation and the minister answered
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in that context. He did not go to the other minister’s
jurisdiction, and I tend to think that was also the case
in the substantive question where the minister, whilst
understanding that a range of programs were raised
by the member in the question, did not specifically go
to those programs as being his responsibility. Rather
he discussed it, perhaps not to the satisfaction of the
opposition, but discussed it in the context of his area
of responsibility vis-a-vis those programs. I do not
believe he has opened himself up.

Government-subsidised training
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Training and Skills.
What is the reduction in Victorian governmentsubsidised training student numbers in 2015 as a
result of this year’s closure of training providers?
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — The member has asked a question about a
reduction in training numbers as a result of closure of
training providers. I will add a bit of clarity to assist
the member perhaps in the supplementary. Training
providers are regulated through either the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) or
the Australian Skills Quality Authority (ASQA),
which is the commonwealth body. The vast majority
of training providers in Victoria are regulated through
ASQA. Most community providers, such as Learn
Locals, are still regulated by the VRQA. Let us be
clear on that. When you are talking about closures,
they are the bodies responsible for registering or
deregistering training providers — that is, registered
training organisations (RTOs).
If the member is asking about the government’s
crackdown on government-funded training and
substantial breaches of the contracts that are entered
into with the Victorian government by training
providers and the 20-something million we have
reclaimed since the blitz from 1 July, if the member’s
question is how many have not received governmentfunded training, I can get that, but that is not the
question that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — I will be clear. If it is a
question about deregistered training providers and
how many students they had this year, that is a
question either to me regarding what training
providers VRQA has deregistered or it is a question
to the commonwealth minister as the commonwealth
does the vast majority of registrations with regard to
ASQA.
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Supplementary question

South Gippsland Water board appointment

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — It was a
simple question, but we make it difficult. Given that
the minister has previously said the whole purpose of
funding the vocational system is to get ordinary
Victorians jobs and a chance to advance in life, I ask:
of the number of students who have been displaced
because of providers losing their training contracts,
how many of those have received departmental
support to continue training at an alternative provider,
and how many have ceased training altogether?

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Leader of the Government,
representing the Premier. Can the minister confirm if
the Geoff Lake recently appointed to the South
Gippsland Water board is the same Geoff Lake, the
City of Monash councillor, whose bullying and abuse
of Ms Kathy Magee because she was in a wheelchair
resulted in the equal opportunity commission forcing
an apology from him and former Prime Minister
Kevin Rudd seeing fit to sack him as the Labor
candidate for Hotham at the last federal election?

Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I will try to work through the actual
question and provide an answer that perhaps is not
what was actually asked. If we are talking about
support for — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — I am happy to provide the
house with some information and education. If we
are talking about support for RTOs, recently I
announced there would be funding for each RTO in
the state to have two providers to get governmentfunded education assistance in terms of how you
evaluate the suitability of training for trainees. If you
are talking about the six providers since 1 July that
have had their government-funded contracts removed
and the students that they had on their books at the
time, then every one of those students, if their
qualification — —
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President, I am
not asking about support for the providers; I am
asking about support for the students who have been
displaced because of their provider closing down.
How many of them have had government support to
continue their training at an alternative provider and
how many of them have ceased training altogether?
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President,
if the minister is going to answer the question, I am
happy with that, but I think the supplementary was
crystal clear. The minister has used up his 1-minute
allocation to obfuscate and feign confusion. In that
regard, President, I urge you to request that he
provide a written response to the supplementary at
least.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has
run out of time, so he is finished. I am a bit
perplexed. I am not sure whether to ask the minister
to give me a question he would like to answer or
whether I should ask him to answer the question that
was put. I will deliberate on that.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
The member who asked the question may choose to
see it as a simple question, but the segue in the
question is not a simple matter. In fact it warrants
some degree of diplomacy and some degree of
respect for the employment status and opportunities
of anybody in this state.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — I would provide this defence
of any public office-holder in terms of acquitting
their responsibilities and whether they are qualified to
exercise their responsibilities as appointed by the
government. I emphasise that point, because the
incident that the member refers to as a contemporary
issue by implication was an issue that was quite some
years ago in relation to behaviour that I understand
Mr Lake has subsequently apologised for. He has
subsequently undertaken many responsibilities on
behalf of his community, both in terms of the City of
Monash and more broadly within the community,
and he has rehabilitated his standing in terms of the
respect and regard in which he is held by his
community. On that basis there is nothing that would
impair him from being provided opportunities to
acquit, in this case, membership of a board under the
responsibility of the Victorian government.
Indeed the answer is, ‘Yes, it is the same person’. Are
we saying that the actions of someone at the age of
22 that they may have recognised fall short of the
professional or community standards that they should
be measured by and that they have basically
apologised for — and they have tried to act in
accordance with professional acumen from there on
in — should exclude them from the opportunity to
represent their community or any bodies of public
office in the future?
I do not think that is a reasonable conclusion to make.
I think we should afford people a sense of natural
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justice and a sense of the evaluation of the net
consequences of their civic action and give them the
opportunity to acquit their potential on behalf of the
Victorian community. On that basis I do not believe
that any implied criticism of the appointment of
Mr Lake is warranted.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer — —
Mrs Peulich — Confirmation.
Ms CROZIER — And confirmation that it is in
fact Cr Geoff Lake. Therefore, given the
government’s stated commitment to improving the
diversity of water boards, will the government sack
Cr Geoff Lake, as the former Prime Minister did,
from the board to send a clear message that abuse and
bullying of anyone, especially a person with a
disability, is not condoned by the Andrews Labor
government?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
The reason I gave a lengthier answer than the
member was imploring me to do at the beginning
was because I acknowledge that the government has
high expectations of those it appoints to represent the
community. We also have a track record of
significantly changing the profile of water boards to
make them more representative of their communities,
and in particular of increasing the number of women
on water boards across the Victorian community.
Indeed this is a hallmark of the appointments that are
going to be made by this government in terms of
changing the entry point in terms of community
qualifications for the standards that we expect of
people.
Ms Crozier — Abusing a woman with a
disability, and that’s okay to represent?
Mr JENNINGS — You know it’s not okay! You
know it is not okay for any public office-holder to
abuse somebody, deny them equal opportunity or
treat them in a disrespectful way. You know that. I
agree that it is not okay, but this is not a
contemporary issue.
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I would personally conduct consultations either myself or
via my office —

for the grand final parade public holiday evaluation.
Does that statement comply with the minister’s
regulatory impact statement, or did the minister
mislead the house yesterday?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — The regulatory impact
statement (RIS) itself makes a number of suggestions
about how a review should be undertaken. It suggests
that a review may be undertaken by the department,
for example. It does not mention of course that I
should personally involve myself. What I was
suggesting was a level of undertaking that I had
already committed to prior to the regulatory impact
statement being finalised when I had spoken with the
chief executives of both the Ai Group and the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry where I said to them personally that I
wanted some feedback from them and their
membership post the public holiday so that I could
better understand the impacts.
Yesterday I did acknowledge that I would involve
myself in an undertaking to understand those
implications for the sector, but I was very happy to
do so because I had already given that undertaking in
conversations in private — may I also add, as I
mentioned yesterday — with the chambers of
commerce in Geelong and Ballarat. I did so because I
thought it was appropriate that, given that I had met
with these people in person to hear of their concerns
prior to the public holiday being implemented, I
should also follow up on my personal commitment to
them that I was interested in the impacts that they
experienced and the information they would provide
to me.
It is absolutely in keeping with the RIS because the
RIS does not hold the government to what it should
or should not do. What I was wanting to do, in good
faith with both the community and the organisations I
had met and had discussions with about the public
holiday, was honour my commitment, just like we
honoured our election commitment to implement the
holiday in the first place.
Supplementary question

Grand Final Friday
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade. Yesterday the minister
outlined to the house that:

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his response, including that he
started this process before he became the minister.
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Mr Dalidakis — I did not! That’s not what I said.
I’ll get an opportunity to respond to you verballing
me.
Mr ONDARCHIE — It’s just getting deeper,
isn’t it, really?
Given the delays in beginning the regulatory impact
statement, which was overdue by many months, and
the minister’s commitment to a written response that
the evaluation will be completed by Easter 2016, I
ask: has the evaluation process begun and, if not,
when do you anticipate it will?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I can understand why
Mr Ondarchie would have trouble understanding the
concept of keeping one’s word, because the previous
government had great problems doing just that.
When I gave undertakings to organisations that I met
with to undertake that process — —
Mr Ondarchie — Before you were the minister.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No, it was not before I was
minister, Mr Ondarchie. They were discussions that I
had with stakeholders when in fact I undertook my
obligation and role as minister. Very specifically,
have I begun those? Yes, in fact, I have. What I can
tell you is that unfortunately some of those
organisations I said I would get information from
have yet to collate that information and be in a
position to provide it. They have undertaken to do so.
I have already begun the process — well before
Mr Ondarchie decided to get up this morning at
11 o’clock to think about what bright question he
would try to provide this house with. I take my
responsibilities very seriously.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate that I am
not happy with disparaging remarks about members,
even as throwaway lines. They are not helpful. They
just provoke further interjections and unproductive
responses that do not advance the house’s processes
or indeed contribute to its knowledge on these
matters. Members should be prepared.

Youth mental health first aid training
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Families and
Children. By way of background, it is currently
voluntary for staff who work with vulnerable and
often traumatised children in residential care units to
undertake youth mental health first aid training. The
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Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
made 132 places available to staff for youth mental
health first aid training during 2014–15, but only
approximately 60 of these places were taken up by
staff. In other words, fewer than half of the voluntary
youth mental health first aid training places made
available by DHHS during 2014–15 were taken up
by residential care unit staff. Why is youth mental
health first aid training not compulsory for all staff
who work in residential care units?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. I
think she might be referring to some information that
I may have provided to her in an answer to a question
on notice on this issue. As we discussed earlier this
sitting week, community sector organisations are the
employers of the staff who work in our residential
care units. They are staff who look after some of the
most traumatised and vulnerable young people in our
community. They have a very challenging task in
supporting those young people.
Our program requirements state that community
sector organisations are expected to ensure that their
residential care services are delivered by staff who
have the appropriate qualifications and the
appropriate values, personal skills, attributes and
cultural competence to meet the needs of the children
and their families, and that of course would include
issues around training in relation to the specific
matter that the member is referring to. It certainly is
advisable and important that residential care service
providers have staff in place with those types of
qualifications, but the member is correct in that it is
not a mandatory requirement.
We have been working with the community sector to
support it in providing further professional
development opportunities to staff and to encourage
staff to undertake a range of training around
understanding trauma, how to better respond and
support young people who are traumatised and
understanding how to respond to a range of issues
that may arise with children in their care. But the
member is correct that it is not a mandatory
requirement. We certainly work with the sector to
encourage and support it to provide these kinds of
training opportunities to staff it is employing.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I thank the minister for her answer, but my question
remains: why does the minister not make it
compulsory?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Springle for her question.
This is becoming a bit of a recurring theme with
Ms Springle’s questions now.
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Mr JENNINGS — I don’t think it was written
with me in mind.
Mr Drum — I think it was written with you in
mind.

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — It is a common theme across a
range of workforce issues in care. I make the point to
the member that it is certainly very easy for the
Greens party to come in here and ask for new
requirements to be implemented in the community
sector immediately without regard to funding,
resources and budgetary issues, without regard to the
implications that it might have on the community
sector itself and without regard to the ability for these
measures to be put in place in a timely way.

Electorate office staff

Mr JENNINGS — I don’t think so. What I
understand is there was responsibility taken within
the Parliament itself to try to work through what
might be the regime to provide for greater certainty
of the arrangement of employment relationships in
future. I believe that there was an internal working
document in the formative stage of actually trying to
work through to provide for greater certainty into the
future in areas that are currently subject to
community debate and some degree of
misapprehension in the community. Indeed I believe
it was a working document for that reason within the
Parliament. It could and should be understood to be
dealt with in that way.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Special Minister of State. Recently
the Presiding Officers circulated to selected party
leaders some advice and guidance from the
Department of Parliamentary Services in regard to
the proper use of staffing resources for members in
this place. Does the government concur with the
advice that was contained in that document, and has
the minister circulated this to his party members for
their guidance?

In relation to the public scrutiny of these matters, I
have reported on many occasions on behalf of the
government that we are fully open to scrutiny by any
relevant body or agency which wants to look at these
matters, whether it be the police, IBAC or the
Ombudsman — we are open to comply with that
investigation. We are absolutely open to that and are
happy to allow the consequences to fall as they may
in relation to that scrutiny.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank the member for his question. In terms of the
government’s view on these matters, the government
has on every occasion said a number of things in
relation to these circumstances. One is that in fact the
Labor Party believes that the arrangements that have
been in place in terms of the employment status of
people who are employed by Labor Party MPs have
been consistent with the rules, and we stand by that.
We have never deserted from that view. The
government itself has actually not formally
constituted a view, but the Labor Party and indeed
the Labor Party in office are of that view.

We also note that we believe and we have confidence
that the audit committee of the Parliament, which is
constituted in an appropriate way by the Presiding
Officers and others to evaluate the circumstances by
which parliamentary resources are used, is the
appropriate body to look at that. I have made that
comment on any number of occasions in the
Parliament previously. In fact, from the government’s
perspective, we are totally happy to allow that work
to proceed at the audit committee. We are happy to
comply and to be subject to the scrutiny of any
relevant agency. That is the government’s view on
those matters.

The piece of advice that the member refers to,
interestingly enough, was not shared with me. In fact
in terms of my responsibility — —

Supplementary question

Mr Drum — You haven’t seen it?
Mr JENNINGS — I may have sighted it, but in
fact it was not circulated to me. It was not my
document to circulate to anybody because I was not
given a copy of it. And I understand — —
Mr Drum — It was written with you in mind.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I think
the dilemma we may be debating here is that while
the minister’s view is that the government complied
with the rules, there are other arguments being put at
other times in other places that the rules are not very
clear. It has been established by a finding of the
lower house Privileges Committee in the case of
Mr Shaw that a misuse of parliamentary resources
could be found to be a breach of the code of conduct
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for MPs contained in the Members of Parliament
(Register of Interests) Act 1978, for which the
minister is responsible. The act has within it the
capacity to make regulations prescribing any matter
or thing authorised or required or necessary to be
prescribed under the act, including the code of
conduct. As I have said, the code of conduct relates
to the proper use of parliamentary resources. Is the
government considering any regulations to bring
forth more clarity?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
certainly am very prepared to actually say that I
personally believe that we would all benefit from
greater clarity in relation to these matters. Absolutely,
unequivocally, I believe that greater clarity should be
brought to bear and in fact a more consistent
application of standards should be seen to be brought
to the Parliament. I totally accept that and totally
support that.
I would not use the considerations and the standards
set by the last Privileges Committee, in my view, as
the benchmark for achieving that. I actually do not
think that the quality of its work, in my view,
contributed much to the resolution of these matters or
a greater degree of confidence within the Parliament
or the community. I accept that in fact there needs to
be further work done and I have actually embarked
with the people who advise me upon a regulatory
environment and further actions that could be taken
about the way in which — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, I have — these matters
should be regulated in the future.

Game management
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Leader of the Government as he is
today representing the Minister for Agriculture. After
reading the Game Management Authority (GMA)
annual report for 2014–15, I notice that it speaks
quite a lot about compliance and the regulating of
game hunting in Victoria and very little about
activities that would be considered game
management or land management for the purpose of
game hunting, which appears to be a result of the
statement of expectations from the previous
government. What game management projects are
being implemented by the GMA?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
President, straight through the heart — I cannot
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answer this question. I am going to have to take
advice and come back to Mr Young.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his endeavours to take advice on that and
provide me with an answer. My supplementary
question is: does this government support the Game
Management Authority taking an active role in game
management in Victoria’s state game reserves and
other public lands?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Without consultation with my relevant colleagues in
relation to the current capability and considerations
of the advisory committee, I actually say that in
general policy terms the answer is yes and that that in
fact has been evident in a number of administrations.
I have not got any contemporary advice about the
appropriateness of that committee’s work, but as a
policy frame the answer is yes.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have written answers to the following questions on
notice: 1104, 1118, 1282, 1283, 1299, 1308, 1317,
1321, 1326, 1351, 1416–23, 1536–51, 1592–99,
1707–10, 1773–79, 1801–07, 2017, 2024–46, 2051–2,
2059–61, 2096.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
proceedings and Mr Rich-Phillips’s supplementary
question to Mr Dalidakis on whether or not the ICT
sector would have access to grants under the Future
Industries Fund, I seek a written answer on that as to
whether ICT will qualify. I understand that there are
different defined industries that plug into that, and
Mr Dalidakis’s answer today was going towards the
fact that there are indeed some other funds that would
now be available to this as part of a realignment of
funding. That may well be the response that is
received from the minister, but Mr Rich-Phillips’s
question itself was quite clear, and I seek a response
to the supplementary question. That is to be provided
within one day.
In regard to Mr Drum’s question to Mr Jennings on
behalf of Minister Pulford, Mr Jennings has indicated
that he was prepared to get a list of some of the
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programs that were involved in that area, so I request
that answer also; that is to be within one day. I think
it was in response to the supplementary question that
that undertaking was given.
In regard to Ms Lovell’s question to Mr Herbert, I
will work on the supplementary question because the
substantive question was essentially canvassing the
same area. What Ms Lovell was seeking was the
number of students who had been displaced and who
had been with organisations that became deregistered
and who therefore obviously are now notionally
without a training provider. Ms Lovell then in her
question sought to see how many of those then went
on to alternative providers and whether or not the
government was able to support them in accessing
alternative providers. The supplementary question
also, as the other side of that coin, was, ‘How many
just gave up training altogether?’. That is a relevant
supplementary question that I would seek a written
answer for, within one day.
In terms of Ms Springle’s question to Ms Mikakos on
the training issue, whilst there may well be some very
good reasons for why the government does not
pursue mandatory training, we would all be very
keen to actually hear what those reasons are, and
certainly Ms Springle would be keen to hear what
they are. It was a fair question to ask why there is not
mandatory training. Budgetary considerations, and no
doubt some other considerations, would come into
that and would form part of the response to
Ms Springle to inform her as to why that is not a
mandated position of the government. Again, that is
to be within one day, and that is in respect of the
supplementary question Ms Springle asked.
On Mr Young’s questions about the Game
Management Authority issues, Mr Jennings has
already indicated that he will take advice from the
Minister for Agriculture, so in respect of both the
substantial and the supplementary question I would
seek a written response, and that is to be within one
day.
Mr Herbert — On a point of order, President, in
regard to the written answer Ms Lovell has requested,
I ran out of time, and perhaps to be of assistance I am
also happy to provide details of the process and
numbers involved and of those who have had their
government-funded contracts withdrawn, not just
deregistered.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is fine. Thank
you. I always love more information.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, and it concerns Albert
Park, one of Melbourne’s iconic parks, and the
rubbish collection within the park. I am conscious
that this is largely a local government issue, but a
constituent has raised this issue with me, and it
makes sense to ask it.
A constituent says that there is a continual amount of
low-level rubbish on or blowing over the park and
playing fields which is not picked up for weeks on
end and says that many of the teams using the Albert
Park playing fields pay Parks Victoria substantial
rentals, with many paying thousands of dollars per
year. Yet with all this money and the compulsory
levy paid to Parks Victoria in our water rates, Albert
Park management appears incapable of maintaining
Albert Park in a clean and proper state. My question
is: who is responsible for rubbish collection in Albert
Park, how often are bins in Albert Park emptied and
washed and why is the windswept rubbish not
removed more regularly?

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Health. I
was very pleased in August when at the Melbourne
West Hepatitis Action Forum the minister committed
to convening a round table with key stakeholders on
hepatitis policy and to creating a stand-alone
government strategy on hepatitis B and C, but I was
unclear as to whether the government will create a
combined hepatitis strategy or separate strategies for
each of these diseases. It would be appropriate for
Victoria to create separate stand-alone strategies for
hepatitis B and C, as has been done by the federal
government, New South Wales, South Australia and
WA. Since that time a number of constituents have
come to me and asked when this will happen and for
further information, so I ask the minister: when will
the government be convening the round table, and
will it be developing separate stand-alone strategies
for hepatitis B and C?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. Over the last few months at various
field days, sheep shows and events I have been
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inundated by constituents in northern Victoria
demanding action on the maintenance of our country
roads. We understand there have been significant cuts
to the road asset management fund of $84 million
and the axing of the country roads and bridges
program. Last sitting week we found out about the
Premier taking money from the Stronger Country
Bridges program to fix bridges in Mulgrave.
However, what seems to be an alarming trend is that
VicRoads is now reducing speed limits on open roads
from 100 kilometres per hour to 80 kilometres per
hour for the sole reason that the roads are no longer
safe to travel at 100 kilometres per hour. My question
to the minister is: can he inform me as to how many
A, B and C-class roads have been reduced in speed
across northern Victoria due to the poor condition of
the roads and where these speed restrictions are
located?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I ask a
question of the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Ms Garrett. I have
been contacted by several residents of a retirement
village in my electorate. These constituents have
lived in this village now for several years. They
committed to the village on the basis of
representations that were made about the future
delivery of infrastructure such as a community centre
and other services and amenities. Unfortunately these
amenities are yet to be delivered, and there is no
commitment from the village developer as to when
they will be.
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Cycling Classic is Australia’s oldest one-day race
and the world’s second-oldest one-day race. The
coalition in the previous term of government funded
the cycling classic with $50 000 each and every year
over its four years in government. However, this
government has seen fit to cut that funding to
$20 000 this year. My question is: will the minister
restore the funding that has been cut from the
Melbourne to Warrnambool Cycling Classic bike
race?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. It relates to the Healesville freeway
reserve. I have been approached by a constituent who
is concerned that the election promise of the Labor
government in relation to the transfer of all parcels of
land to the Crown is yet to be delivered upon. There
is also keen community interest in a committee of
management being constituted to manage two parcels
of land that have already been transferred to the
Crown in order to progress community aspiration to
manage and rehabilitate this land. Will the minister
confirm whether a committee of management will be
established to manage the parcels of land already
transferred to the Crown, advise who is currently
managing the two parcels of land already transferred
to the Crown and confirm what the time frame is for
the transfer of the remaining parcels of land, given
that the initial transfer of the two parcels of land was
made almost one year ago?

Western Victoria Region
In addition to the impact on quality of life, this failure
is having a detrimental impact on the value of the
residents’ investments. The residents have sought
advice from Consumer Affairs Victoria, but it has
little capacity to force action from the developer.
They do not have the resources to engage lawyers.
My constituency question to the minister is that she
review the current legislative framework to ensure
that constituents such as mine are given the best
possible consumer protections so that they do not
find themselves in this situation following what
would appear to be possibly misleading advertising
and representations.

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Sport and
relates to the wonderful Melbourne to Warrnambool
Cycling Classic, which this year celebrated its
100th staging. The Melbourne to Warrnambool

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Health. I
was recently invited to inspect the facilities at Colac
Area Health and was shown the deterioration of the
roof of the Otway Pioneers Building. This building
houses the allied health service, the student education
service, a community training facility and the life
support simulation room. The roof leaks regularly,
and maintenance, plumbing and engineering staff
indicate that the roof is beyond patching and requires
immediate resheeting. Significant water damage has
already occurred within the building, and each rain
event increases the damage, both structurally and
within the building and its contents. Colac Area
Health is seeking $87 000 to replace the roof and has
submitted a request through the infrastructure
renewal program but at this time has not had a
response, so I ask the minister to review the
application process and approve the request for
funding to replace the roof as a matter of urgency.
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Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs,
and it is regarding the issues the Bendigo community
has recently faced due to a planning application for a
mosque. A number of protests have been held in
Bendigo, and the situation came to a head during a
recent council meeting when the police had to be
called to escort the mayor from the venue. The
division within the Bendigo community is
regrettable, especially as many of the opponents are
not Bendigo residents. In contrast to the experience in
Bendigo, other regional centres, including
Shepparton, Geelong, Mildura and Yallourn North,
as well as many Melbourne suburbs, have established
mosques. During a recent meeting with the City of
Greater Bendigo the mayor and the CEO raised with
me the possibility of conducting a study that
compares the Bendigo experience with other
communities in establishing a mosque. I ask the
minister whether he will provide funding for this
study, which would provide a blueprint for other
communities to follow so that they are better
informed on how to manage planning and
community engagement processes to avoid the
problems Bendigo is experiencing.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Treasurer. I previously
asked the Treasurer to provide for me a figure
indicating the cost to the Victorian economy of the
thousands of hours lost in traffic mayhem on
freeways and major roads in Melbourne’s western
suburbs on a daily basis. In his response the
Treasurer provided assorted and varied information,
none of which went anywhere near answering my
question. Indeed the Treasurer made no attempt to
answer my question at all. I ask again: will the
Treasurer furnish any details his department holds on
the cost to the Victorian economy of thousands of
motorists being stuck on the West Gate, Tullamarine,
Calder and Princes freeways and other major roads in
Melbourne’s west?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, and it is in relation to a
matter I raised on a couple of previous occasions —
that is, the decision by the government to support
Melbourne Water’s actions to terminate the pumping
of bore water through the Patterson Lakes Quiet
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Lakes. In my view this is in contradiction of the
independent review established by Melbourne Water
in September 2012, which stated in its report:
The practical function that the Quiet Lakes … play in the
regional drainage network is not insignificant.

It went on to state:
Whilst the pipeline and pumping system operation does
directly benefit the water quality in the Patterson Lakes, it
also provides benefit to the Patterson River, Kananook
Creek, and Port Phillip Bay waterway health and the
associated recreational uses.

The question I therefore ask is: given the advice in
the independent review report, why has the minister
decided to accept Melbourne Water’s
recommendation — that is, to terminate the pumping
of bore water to control the contamination and
stagnation of water in Patterson Lakes Quiet
Lakes — and not guarantee those matters that it is
obligated to do?
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (NO JAB, NO PLAY)
BILL 2015
Committee
Resumed; further discussion of clause 1.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I know we were halfway through a
question before being interrupted by question time
earlier. As I recall, Ms Wooldridge was asking
whether the government has set a target in terms of
vaccination rates. I can advise the member that due to
enrolment patterns 2016 will be a transitional year.
The first full year of implementation will be 2017. It
is important we recognise that this is a long-term
strategy aimed at increasing rates of immunisation
across the state and that it will take some time.
I point out to the member that, as was the case in
previous budget papers, we have set in this year’s
budget papers — and I refer her to budget paper 3,
page 245 — the performance measures which show a
target of 95 per cent of children at school entry being
immunised and 95 per cent of children at two years
being immunised. As I understand it, if you look at
past budget papers of the previous government, this
was set at a lower rate. We have aspired higher. We
want to improve the vaccination rates for Victoria,
because we know herd immunity for diseases like
measles requires a vaccination rate of 95 per cent.
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This budget paper measure is something that has
been in place for some time — I think it goes back to
the time of the previous Labor government in fact —
but we have increased this performance measure in
setting that particular target at the level I have
indicated to the member.
I also make the point to the member that despite
Ms Lovell’s claims that the previous government was
doing more in this area — and she in particular
sought to claim personal credit for work in this
particular area — we have moved to implement this
legislation with the specific purpose in mind of
driving up vaccination rates. Of course the bill does
not stand on its own; we will continue to promote the
advantages of vaccination across the community. It is
also backed up by the reintroduction of the whooping
cough vaccine for parents of newborns, which was
cut by the previous government. We have expanded
the eligibility of the whooping cough program to
include expectant parents from 28 weeks gestation.
So while members of the opposition come in here
and claim credit for working to drive up vaccination
rates, we have been more aspirational in terms of the
targets we have been prepared to set in the budget
papers, and we have backed that up through a
number of measures: through introducing this
legislation, through being prepared to promote the
advantages of vaccination in the community and
through the additional funding we have put in the
budget this year to reintroduce the whooping cough
vaccine, which has been warmly welcomed by the
community.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her response. It leads me to my
next question, which ties in to a response the minister
gave earlier to a question from Ms Hartland. It is also
a question I raised in the briefing and to which I have
not yet had a response. I seek an understanding of
whether there are other new initiatives and what else
will be in place to back up the measures outlined in
this bill. Is there anything new that is being added by
the government which has not been done previously
and which will help to expand immunisation rates?
Obviously the government has reinstated whooping
cough vaccinations, but they are for adults. That does
not go to the immunisation rate of two-year-olds or
schoolchildren, which was the target we were just
talking about. Promoting the advantages of
vaccination is something that all governments have
done and continue to do, but if there is new money or
additional money that the government has put into
that, that would be good to know. Is the government
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doing anything in addition to this bill that has not
been done previously?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. In
response to a similar line of questioning from
Ms Hartland I indicated to the chamber that the state
government had commenced providing additional
funding to local governments to support specific case
management programs to reflect the demographics of
their unimmunised populations and the particular
needs of those populations. I remind the member that
I gave Ms Hartland the example of the City of
Greater Dandenong, which has a high number of
refugees and receives funding for a project at the
Noble Park English Language Centre aimed at
increasing access to immunisation services for the
local refugee community.
We know that councils are at the moment actively
working to boost vaccination rates in their
communities. This legislation is designed to work in
concert with those ongoing activities. There are some
local government areas that are doing very well in
this respect, but there are others that are not doing so
well. We certainly hope all councils, particularly
those with a low vaccination rate in their local
government area, will work with us and the
department to continue to drive up vaccination rates
in their communities.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
If it is possible for the minister to elaborate, that is
exactly the program I wanted to get a little bit more
detail on. How much funding is available for these
specific case management programs? I may as well
put all the questions together to save us making
multiple comments. How much is available? Is it
new money or reprioritised money? Is it in addition
to funding that has been available to local
government areas? Is the funding that is dedicated to
those specific case management programs in addition
to what they may have received last year, or is it
incorporated in it?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question in
respect of the funding. I do not have information
about the specific amounts of funding at hand, but I
am happy to take that question on notice and provide
the member with additional detail at a later date.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Perhaps I can lay out what it would be useful to
know: the funding available to local councils last
year for immunisation initiatives; the funding
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available this year or in the 2015–16 financial year
for local councils; and the specific funding available
for these case management programs, such as the
Dandenong one the minister outlined, where that sits
and whether that funding is additional to last year’s
or incorporated in it. The last thing that it would be
useful to know is how councils have been able to
access that funding — or if there is more that is still
available, how they will be able to access that
funding — to be able to take advantage of it if they
want to undertake further immunisation initiatives.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
Unfortunately I do not have that information at hand,
but I am happy to take the member’s questions on
notice and provide that information to her at a later
date.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I ask
the minister for some clarification in relation to some
comments in the second-reading speech which went
to the failure-to-comply court penalty of up to
$20 000 for early childhood services. Could the
minister elaborate a bit further in relation to the
details of those childhood services in terms of the
breach and what it would include?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question.
The reference that the member is making to the
second-reading speech relates to court fines of up to
$20 000 being imposed for failure to comply with the
record keeping requirements in the Education and
Care Services National Regulations 2011. I can
advise the member that the aim of the no jab, no play
laws is to increase rates of immunisation across
Victoria. Obviously there is a focus on engaging with
families to promote immunisation and facilitate
access to immunisation services, not on penalising
early childhood services. The laws do not provide for
any penalties to be imposed on parents, carers or
guardians, but under the Education and Care Services
National Regulations 2011 services are currently
required to keep a record of a child’s immunisation
status. Court fines of up to $20 000 may be imposed
for failure to comply with this record-keeping
requirement.
In addition I can advise the member that a service’s
approval to operate may be suspended if the service
is not being managed in accordance with the national
law, and relevant reasons for cancellation can include
that the continued operation of the service would
constitute an unacceptable risk to children being
cared for or educated, or that the service has been

suspended and the reason for the suspension has not
been rectified at the end of the suspension period.
We obviously want services to keep records of these
matters. We do not think this is an unreasonable
burden on services because it is one that they are
complying with at the moment. At the moment, when
a child is enrolled in a service — whether it is child
care, kindergarten or other appropriate service — the
service is recording the immunisation status of that
child. They will now be keeping a record of the
appropriate documentation rather than just making a
notation or keeping a record of the status only of that
particular child.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. My question goes to clause 5, but
I will ask the minister now because it is related, if she
would not mind. If the 16 weeks in which a childcare
service is to take reasonable steps in relation to
record keeping for a child attending that service was
to extend — say, if there was not any record of a
child post that 16-week period — does that mean that
the service would be in breach and therefore subject
to that penalty?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I advise the member the answer is no.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
have a similar question to the one Ms Hartland asked
under clause 1, in relation to why the list of
exemptions is included in the bill. The government’s
election promise, which the minister referred to
earlier, and which was outlined in a 3 February 2014
press release, essentially said the only exemptions
would be conscientious objection — and we have
gone through that and do not need to revisit it — or
medical exemption. The election promise went on to
say, as the minister said, that the policy is consistent
with New South Wales laws. The New South Wales
laws have some exemptions — for example, where
children are in emergency care or in unpredictable
environments — but there are no exemptions around
concession card holders or Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders. I ask the minister for the reason why
the legislation differs from both the policy
commitment that was made and from New South
Wales law, which was her justification for the
removal of the conscientious objection clause.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. As
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I advised earlier, a similar grace period does apply in
New South Wales. The periods, however, are slightly
different: there it is 12 weeks rather than 16 weeks,
which the government is proposing in this bill. The
criteria for the grace period provisions were
developed with reference to the New South Wales no
jab, no play legislation but also with reference to two
key kindergarten subsidy programs which we have
here in Victoria and which are aimed at increasing
the participation of vulnerable and disadvantaged
children in kindergarten.
Three of the criteria are taken from the New South
Wales legislation. They relate to children being
evacuated because of an emergency, children in
emergency care and children in the care of an adult
who is not their parent due to exceptional
circumstances such as parental illness or incapacity.
The other criteria in the exemption are based on the
eligibility requirements for the kindergarten fee
subsidy for four-year-old kindergarten and the Early
Start Kindergarten program for three-year-old
kindergarten because those programs have been
designed for disadvantaged and vulnerable children.
In addition, those programs are very familiar to
Victorian operators in the early childhood education
and care sector. Since they administer those programs
already, they are very familiar with the criteria and
also the policy intent behind why we provide
additional support to disadvantaged families.
It is really important to make the point here, because
a lot has been said around the grace period, that this
is designed to allow services to explain the policy, to
work closely with families and to support them to
bring their children’s vaccinations up to date. As we
have already discussed, during that grace period early
childhood services are obliged to take reasonable
steps to obtain an immunisation status certificate for
any child enrolled within 16 weeks of the child first
attending the service, and to fulfil that obligation it
will be expected that during that period the services
will engage with parents and carers to provide
appropriate information about immunisations as well
as information on how families can access
immunisation services and obtain confirmation of
immunisation.
I have outlined before how we are going to be
working with the sector and supporting them in this
respect. I note that members opposite have tried to
suggest that somehow this is a loophole in the
legislation. I want to make it clear that we know from
research that has been done — and even published as
recently as this year — that for the vast majority of
parents who are not up to date with their children’s
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vaccinations it is not because they are conscientious
objectors; it is for reasons such as low socioeconomic disadvantage, and being a concession card
holder is a pretty strong indicator of low socioeconomic disadvantage.
Opposition members really need to be clear about
their position in relation to this issue, because up until
now they have been all over the shop. I noted that
Ms Wooldridge in her contribution on Tuesday
suggested that the groups exempted from this
legislation should be relatively small and that
exemption should apply only in quite unusual and
exceptional circumstances.
Tim Smith, the member for Kew in the other place,
went a lot further when this bill was debated there.
He said he is was concerned about these exemptions
and saw no rational justification for them at all. In
fact he said at the end of his contribution that he
hoped the legislation could be amended in the other
place. He was in effect calling for kids to be kicked
out at the end of the 16-week period. Mr Watt, the
member for Burwood in the other place, similarly
said he could not understand the basis for the
exemptions and made some quite extraordinary
comments related to Aboriginality. I hope that does
not reflect the position of the opposition.
We are very keen to ensure that children from
disadvantaged backgrounds participate in early
childhood education. Ms Lovell came in here earlier
and was claiming that we were punishing children.
She was very concerned about the fact that even
children with parents who are conscientious objectors
would be excluded. Ms Crozier made remarks of a
similar sentiment. The opposition cannot have it both
ways in relation to this issue. It is all over the shop. It
is trying to suggest that there is a loophole. That is
not the case at all. We expect that the vast majority of
children will be immunised. That is what we are
working towards. We hope service providers will be
supportive of these families to ensure that they get up
to date with their vaccinations, but we know that we
also need to support those families. That is what the
grace period is all about. It is about giving them
additional time and practical assistance to get their
children up to date with their vaccinations.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for that long response, which
verged into the political. No-one else has gone there,
so I think it was completely unnecessary in this
committee stage. My question was why — not what
or how, but why? Why has the government excluded
these groups when its policy was not to exclude
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them? New South Wales, which the government said
it was modelling this legislation on, did not. I am
looking for a rational argument — which the minister
provided in the case of the conscientious objector —
about why this group is exempted.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I believe that I did respond to
Ms Wooldridge’s question. Right at the outset I
talked about how the legislation and the exemptions
are modelled in part on the New South Wales
exemption, but that we have provided additional
categories of exemption in relation to very
disadvantaged cohorts in the community. We know
that the majority of children who are not fully
immunised do not have parents who are opposed to
vaccinations, so it is reasonable to assume that, given
extra time and assistance, these families will take
steps to have their children fully vaccinated. It is
reasonable to assume that if we provide that
assistance and support, they will attend to these
matters.
We think we have struck an appropriate balance here.
We also have a further exemption in relation to
medical contraindication. We have got what we think
is a piece of legislation that has been designed to
drive the message home to the community that
vaccination is incredibly important, and we are going
to provide a prompt to disadvantaged members of the
community when they enrol their children into these
services by providing them with information about
why they need to get up to date with their
vaccinations and giving them the appropriate
referrals to ensure that that occurs.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given that the 16-week grace period does not require
a child to be immunised — so anyone under the
exemption technically and practically does not need
to be immunised in early childhood or during
school — in making the call between excluding a
child from attending early childhood education by
requiring that they are vaccinated or not requiring
that they are vaccinated so that they can attend early
childhood education, this exemption policy
essentially balances the access to early childhood
education with the requirement to be immunised; is
that correct?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — It is important that we strike an
appropriate balance with regard to all these
competing policy considerations. We know that
vulnerable and disadvantaged cohorts in the
community derive the most benefit from childhood

education and care. They are also the cohorts in the
community who are more likely to experience
difficulties in being fully vaccinated and who need
additional help to address those barriers to
vaccination. I am not going to apologise for the fact
that we have struck a balance in the legislation that
seeks to drive up vaccination rates in our community.
It also provides additional support for those in rural
communities in particular who might need more time
to get to their local health service or government
service to get their child vaccinated and people who
might be from a non-English-speaking background
who may not be privy to government information
about appropriate local services in their community.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Refugee groups will be
exempted through these provisions, and many
members of newly arrived communities may also be
concession card holders, so we have designed this
with a view to striking the appropriate balance. It is
designed to drive up vaccination rates. It is sending a
very important message to the community, and we
want to keep reinforcing that message, about the
absolutely vital need for families to get their children
vaccinated.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
The advice I have had from New South Wales is that
the exemptions that Victoria has included in this bill
have not been an issue in New South Wales, and that
not including these exemptions in its bill has actually
driven these groups to be immunised and has not
inhibited their access to early childhood education. I
make the point again that in the minister’s response
to one question about why a group is not included,
her argument was that this was to make it consistent
with the New South Wales and the federal
government, and her argument about why another
group is exempted was the opposite — that this is
inconsistent with New South Wales and federal
government laws. Obviously Victoria has decided to
go it alone on this decision.
Can I then ask: in the review of this process, will data
be collected from early childhood services in relation
to how many children are turning up? Obviously the
government gets registration numbers anyway, but
will there be data on how many who are exempted
are being registered? Also, will data be collected at
the end of the 16-week grace period on whether that
has driven people to have their children immunised
through that grace period, or will no such information
in relation to their immunisation status be provided?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her further
question. Firstly, I will respond to her editorialising
on my earlier response, and that is to make it clear
that of course we want to derive the benefit of
looking at what has occurred in New South Wales. I
referred earlier to the fact that New South Wales had
included a conscientious objection provision, and in
response there was a 15 per cent increase in the
number of conscientious objectors, and that was an
important consideration for us in terms of the
thinking behind removing conscientious objection
from our own legislation, as well as the movements
of what has been happening at the commonwealth
level in respect of that particular issue.
In relation to the question that the member has just
asked me around monitoring and looking at the
effectiveness of these provisions, I had similar
questions from Ms Hartland earlier. Of course it is
important that we continually review and monitor the
implementation of this legislation, as we would
expect with any legislation, particularly where there
is a new policy direction, and we will be looking at
how we can best monitor the impacts of the
legislation. There is data that becomes available
through the Australian childhood immunisation
register on the impact on immunisation rates, and the
Department of Health and Human Services will
continue to liaise with local councils about the
distribution of unimmunised children in their
communities and their local participation rates. The
department receives data from the register on a
quarterly basis, and the data monitors vaccination
levels for infants and children, and reports will also
be provided specifically for the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander cohort.

Thursday, 22 October 2015

cohorts in the community, and they are very
supportive of the approach that we have taken in
striking that appropriate balance, as I said earlier, in
competing policy considerations. We were very
concerned at the suggestion made by Mr Tim Smith,
the member for Kew in the Assembly, that the
coalition may have been toying with the idea of
going further in this respect and putting in some
sanction at the end of the 16-week period.
Ms Wooldridge — He did not say that. He did
not say a sanction.
Ms MIKAKOS — He actually did. He said that
on the record in Hansard and then went off and had a
conversation with the minister suggesting that the
coalition was going to move amendments in this
house. I was not going to volunteer that, until
Ms Wooldridge provoked me to put that on the
record.
There was some anxiety in the sector as to what
position the coalition was going to take because of
statements that Ms Wooldridge has made in the
media and statements that her colleagues have made
in the other place. I want to make it clear that this
measure is very strongly supported by people in the
sector because they think we have got the balance
right. Obviously we are going to continuously
monitor implementation through the peak body and
through other regular feedback mechanisms that we
have in the sector, but we are also giving some
further thought to whether we need to do something
additional to that to make sure that we can monitor
progress. I explained earlier that next year is a
transitional year, which gives us time to give a lot of
thought to how this is going to work over the long
term, particularly as we lead into the full year of
implementation in 2017.

In terms of impacts on service providers themselves,
we are currently considering this issue with the
Department of Education and Training in terms of
how we can ensure that there are not any unintended
consequences of this legislative change and how we
can track any issues that might arise. As I mentioned
earlier in a response to Ms Hartland, that is why we
are establishing a 1300 number, so we can respond to
calls seeking further guidance and assistance from
early childhood services directly and provide that
advice directly to them. Obviously that will be one
mechanism amongst others through which to hear
back from the sector.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
suggest that the minister has been jumping at
shadows and reading a lot more into the detail of
comments that might have been made than is actually
the fact. The suggestion that Mr Smith has suggested
that we will put in sanctions is laughable, because
that was not even mentioned in the lower house
debate. If anyone is fuelling concern in the sector, it
is the minister in relation to that. As we did in the
lower house, we are not opposing the bill and we
strongly support measures to enhance immunisation.

In relation to the grace period, this is a measure that
has been warmly welcomed by people in the early
childhood sector. They are very supportive of that
additional provision in there for those disadvantaged

The minister did not answer my question, and that is
the reason I am asking a question under clause 5 and
not under clause 1, as Ms Hartland did. I am asking
whether the minister will be able to track — whether
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it becomes public or not — how many children are
being registered for early childhood services who
come under the exemption clause and how many of
those are then being immunised after the 16-week
grace period?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As I indicated to the member, we are
giving some thought at present to how we are going
to do that without creating a lot of additional burdens
on early years providers. They do keep records at the
moment around kindergarten fee subsidies and Early
Start Kindergarten participation, so we would need to
ensure that we are not creating an additional
regulatory burden on those providers, but some
thought has been given to developing a survey, for
example, to be able to monitor the take-up of these
exemptions and whether this is something that we
need to be mindful of as we go into a full year of
implementation in 2017.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
If we do not know the ramifications of the legislation
that we are debating, I certainly encourage the
minister to undertake the survey and to make that
information available so that we can understand the
impact of the legislation that is put in place.
The kindergarten fee subsidy group is obviously the
group that has been used as the profile to model
additional exemptions that will be available. Does the
minister expect that the profile of children who are at
four-year-old kinder — who are currently the only
ones who are eligible for the kindergarten fee
subsidy — will reflect the profile of the broader zero
to five-year-old population who will be entering the
range of early childhood services covered by this
bill?
Ms Mikakos — I am not sure I understand the
question.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — Currently about a
quarter of children are eligible for the kindergarten
fee subsidy, and that is largely represented by
concession card holders. Given that that only
represents the four-year-old kinder profile and that
this legislation for the kindergarten fee subsidy will
now apply to a broader cohort — in fact the zero to
fives rather than just the four-year-old kindergarten
group — is the profile of what we are seeing for the
kindergarten fee subsidy for four-year-old kinder
going to be a similar profile as we will see across the
whole of the cohort that this bill will be applicable
to?

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. I
think it is very important that we go back to basics
with this bill, because this is going to apply to
childcare centres and other early years services and
not just to kindergartens.
In answering this question, and even in thinking
about the earlier one that the member asked around
monitoring, clearly we have better datasets for
kindergartens, including an annual survey that we do
of our kindergartens which enables us to get a better
dataset around our kinders that we fund, but when it
comes to childcare centres — and not all of them do
offer a kindergarten program funded through the state
government — it is very difficult for us to have the
full datasets that are held by the commonwealth
through the childcare benefits and childcare rebates
that the commonwealth provides. Obviously we can
monitor those services that we fund, through vehicles
such as the annual survey, but unless we have data
provided to us by the commonwealth it is very
difficult for me to answer the member’s question,
because she is essentially asking me to make a
prediction around the implications for childcare
centres that may not have a state government-funded
kindergarten program or services that may not get
state government funding.
What I can say in broad terms to the member is that,
in general, concession card holders are on very low
incomes compared to the rest of the population.
Research done by the Melbourne School of
Population and Global Health identified that
concession card status acts as a reasonable proxy of
economic vulnerability. The study found that being
listed on a pension or a healthcare card was the
biggest risk factor for behavioural and emotional
difficulties for children aged four to seven years, and
children listed on a pension concession card or
healthcare card had the poorest outcomes and were
2.7 times more likely to have emotional and
behavioural difficulties.
Coming to the heart of where I think the member is
going in relation to her question, I think she is
making an assumption that families who might be
eligible through being concession card holders and
eligible through this exemption will not get up to date
with their vaccinations. Obviously we have a
disadvantaged cohort in the community at the
moment that is eligible for free four-year-old
kindergarten. That is the biggest cohort out of the
groups listed in the exemptions. There is a very
important policy basis for that, which we have
already discussed, around trying to drive up
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educational outcomes for disadvantaged kids to
participate in those kindergarten programs.
I really want to stress to the member that the majority
of children who are not fully immunised do not have
parents who are opposed to vaccinations, so it is
reasonable to assume that given that extra time and
assistance those families will take steps to have their
children fully vaccinated.
We are also going into new territory here in terms of
the commonwealth’s approach to these matters. I
very warmly welcomed the commonwealth’s
announcement that it was going to not just provide
the financial incentives to families to get their
children immunised but also look at removing the
conscientious objection provision, because it is
important that there is some consistency in approach
between the commonwealth and the states in respect
of this matter.
The member said that we have gone further than the
other states. It may well be that other states may
follow Victoria’s lead — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — I think it is a very progressive
position that we have taken in terms of trying to drive
up vaccination rates in our state and an appropriate
one that is well balanced between the need to drive
up vaccination rates but also to provide that support
and practical assistance to disadvantaged families and
try to get up beyond the 92 per cent we are at at the
moment.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I have a
question in relation to proposed section 143(D)(1),
which provides that for the purposes of
section 143(C)(1)(g) the secretary may make
guidelines specifying circumstances that may apply
in relation to a child. I am seeking advice from the
minister in relation to a distressed mother of two
children who came to see me in Queenscliff. She
indicated to me that she had suffered significant
anaphylactic and autoimmune disease and had a
genetic history in relation to significant severe
reactions to vaccines. She looked at getting a
provider declaration through an exemption from her
GP. This was under the Australian childhood
immunisation register and immunisation exemption
medical contraindication. Unfortunately the doctor
could not provide that exemption unless her children
first went through the vaccination process to see
whether there was a severe reaction.
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This mother did not want to sign a conscientious
objection form because she is not conscientiously
objecting to having her children vaccinated. What she
is objecting to is putting her children through the
ordeal of having a significant severe reaction to a
vaccination with such a history within her family.
My question to the minister is: is section 143(D)(1) a
provision for the secretary to make a determination in
relation to parents who want their children to be
vaccinated but who are concerned about their
potential severe reaction to it? Is that what
section 143(D)(1) provides for — a person like the
one I have just described and their children?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for his question.
Just so we are clear, the provision in
section 143(D)(1) which is to be inserted into the act
proposes to enable the secretary of the department to
develop guidelines in relation to the exemption.
Those guidelines are not intended to relate to issues
around medical contraindication. They will cover
issues such as the various categories of refugees and
asylum seekers who may be eligible for the
exemption. These were not spelt out in detail in the
bill because the commonwealth changes these visa
classifications from time to time and therefore that
would potentially necessitate regular updating of the
legislation in our own Parliament in the future.
I can advise the member that the grounds for medical
contraindication are referred to as an exemption in
clause 5, which will insert new section 143(B)(1)(b).
This refers to the specifications for medical
contraindication set out in the commonwealth’s
Australian Immunisation Handbook.
I can further advise the member that under those
guidelines a contraindication includes an
anaphylactic reaction to a previous dose of a
particular vaccine; an anaphylactic reaction to any
vaccine component; an unstable neurological disease;
encephalopathy, which is swelling of the brain within
seven days after a previous vaccination; immediate
severe acute allergic reaction after any medical
vaccination; malignant disease and/or
immunosuppressive therapy and/or
immunosuppression; and allergy to a preservative or
antibiotic contained in the vaccine. These are set out
in some considerable detail in the Australian
Immunisation Handbook, developed by the
commonwealth, so there is the opportunity there for
people to pursue that exemption. These exemptions
will be based on an assessment made on a case-bycase basis in relation to each child. That assessment
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will be conducted by the immunisation provider,
such as a general practitioner. It is not proposed that
we change the current guidelines for assessment of
whether a child has a medical contraindication
through the guidelines that the member has referred
to in that clause.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I appreciate
all of that, and I have all of that information on this
form in front of me. The question I really want to ask
is: is there any provision in the bill that would allow
an exemption for children who have a parental
history of severe reaction to vaccination where the
parents do not want to subject those children to those
reactions? There is a significant history of
autoimmune disease.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The issue of medical contraindication is
based on an assessment of each child on a case-bycase basis, so this is a matter that parents will need to
take up with their general practitioners in terms of
whether they are eligible. I do not believe an impact
on the parents would necessarily suggest an
automatic impact on the child, but that would be a
matter for a general practitioner to advise the family
on; I am not a medically qualified person. It would be
a matter for the general practitioner to discuss the
particular circumstances relating to that child with
that family.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I do not
want to labour the point, but all of that has happened
and because of the guidelines and rules the GP was
not able to provide that declaration. The mother has
already gone through a process where the GP has
refused to sign the medical contraindication because
of the rules on the form itself. This mother now has
no alternative if she wants to send her children to an
early learning or childcare centre if she refuses to
vaccinate her children on the basis that she knows her
genetic history will give her children a significant
reaction to the vaccination.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for his question and
the obvious concern he has for his constituent’s
circumstances. It is very difficult to give the member
a definitive response in the committee stage, not
knowing the particular medical background and
circumstances in this instance, but I am very happy to
offer to the member that through the Minister for
Health’s office we can have someone with an
appropriate medical background, such as one of the
department’s public health officers, speak with the
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family involved. They will be able to give them some
further advice in relation to this.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 9 agreed to.
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.

I thank all members for their contributions to what
has been a very significant debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT (NO 99
YEAR LEASES) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 October; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a brief contribution to the debate on the
National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill
2015. This bill directly rescinds some of the changes
the coalition made in its period in government from
2010 to 2014, but it is important to put on record that
the process that led to the coalition changes began
under the Brumby government.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr DAVIS — It did. Did Mr Barber know that? I
am saying there was continuity. In September 2010
the Brumby Labor government commissioned the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
(VCEC) to inquire into Victoria’s tourism industry.
Its findings in July 2011 advised that regulatory
reforms and a shift in focus to how tourism can
enhance the environment and regional goals were
required in order to prevent the Victorian tourism
industry stagnating. In particular the report, which is
a good read, identifies barriers to private investment
in tourism facilities that are compatible with
environmental heritage and other values of public
land as an issue.
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The coalition government addressed VCEC’s
findings by taking a number of steps to facilitate a
regulatory environment that was more supportive of
tourism developments in high natural amenity areas.
The package of reforms introduced by the coalition
included the Tourism Investment Opportunities of
Significance in National Parks guidelines in March
2013, which provides a regulatory framework to
streamline the process of assessing investment
opportunities in national parks; the National Parks
Amendment (Leasing Powers and Other Matters)
Bill 2013, which extended the maximum term of
leases in national parks from 29 to 99 years — of
course that did not mean that the leases had to be
99 years but that there was flexibility to allow that in
the circumstances; and Tourism Investment
Opportunities of Significance in National Parks —
Making a Proposal in October 2013, which identifies
the overall application process.
The coalition government’s approach was consistent
with the previous Labor government’s Victoria’s
Nature-Based Tourism Strategy 2008–2012. It is
important to put on the record that there was a
measure of continuity there to utilise our important
park and heritage areas for constructive purposes by
protecting cultural, heritage and environmental
values at the same time as ensuring access was
achieved and thereby getting a better tourism
outcome as well. The Australian Trade
Commission’s Tourism 2020 and the tourism
ministers’ Tourism Investment and Regulatory
Reform Report Card 2012 were also important
bodies of work.
The Labor Party opposed the National Parks
Amendment (Leasing Powers and Other Matters)
Bill and prior to the last election adopted the policy
that:
… we will not allow large-scale private development in
our national parks and will remove the government’s
ability to grant 99-year leases.

To the extent that this was an election policy and the
election has occurred, the coalition is not opposing
the bill. We understand that this bill will hamper the
tourism industry. It will have an effect on the
economy. It will mean less jobs are created. We
believe strongly that environmental and heritage
values could have been protected and were being
appropriately protected under the arrangements that
were previously in place.
On coming to office the new Labor government
terminated the Point Nepean lease agreement and
signed a 50-year lease for the Arthurs Seat State
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Park — this is the chairlift, I believe. My
understanding is that the arrangements that were
struck on the Point Nepean lease agreement were
such that the process that had been undertaken was
stopped and the contract was rescinded. In my view
there are significant matters of sovereign risk in the
government’s behaviour in that case as well.
The second-reading speech says the bill will:
… ‘remove the government’s ability to grant 99-year
leases’ and … ‘not allow large-scale development in our
national parks’.

We were confident that the processes that were in
place would have encouraged nature-based tourism
with guidelines and proper protections. We do not
believe that under the government’s proposals in this
legislation and given the actions it has taken to date
many of those developments will proceed in the way
they could and should have. A negative signal has
been sent out to the tourism industry. That signal will
resonate. Let us face it: this government is
antibusiness and antijobs. We believe the tearing up
of the east–west link contract has sent a profound
signal to the investment community in the state, in
the nation and internationally. The set of changes that
is occurring around the bill and the government’s
steps to rescind the Point Nepean lease agreement
will also send out a significant negative signal about
tourism and the ability to use our absolutely first-rate
park and nature tourism opportunities to the
maximum.
The former Environment and Natural Resources
Committee inquired into heritage tourism and
ecotourism in Victoria, and I note that the
government response to that report was released in
recent days. I am underwhelmed by the approach the
government has taken here. I do not believe that we
will see the outcomes that we would have seen.
Notwithstanding that, this is also a sign of a citybased government, a Melbourne-based government
that is not focused on country Victoria. A pattern is
emerging whereby economic activities and
opportunities in country Victoria are sacrificed for
city-based pay-offs for the Labor government in
terms of the arrangements that it strikes.
Mr Barber — Tell us more.
Mr DAVIS — Mr Barber, you understand the
point I am making here very well. I think this is a
city-based government that is determined to
oppose — —
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Ms Shing — How many times have you been to
the edge of the state, Mr Davis?
Mr DAVIS — National parks are places I go
quite often. I have a long history of camping in and
around not only national parks but also state parks
and for many years walking in national parks. I am
an old bushwalker, Ms Shing, so you probably
cannot run that line at me. In recent weeks I have
even been in Point Nepean National Park, so there
you are.
The point is that this bill will not assist the state. We
accept that the government put this up as an election
policy and we are not opposing the bill, but we will
certainly make it clear that this outcome will not
assist country Victoria and the economic prospects of
country Victoria.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It
seems that the Liberal opposition has had a change of
heart, and that is a good thing. It was on a hiding to
nothing with this set of proposals when it was in
government, even before any particular commercial
development proposal had hit the ground. It is a good
thing to be here today discussing the National Parks
Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill 2015, which
will limit the length of commercial leases in national
parks. The previous government wanted to give itself
the power to lease land for up to 99 years. However,
this bill will provide for a term of not more than
21 years except in a couple of cases, one of which is
the Arthurs Seat State Park, and I will come back to
that one in more detail in a moment.
Mr Davis’s version of history suggests that it was
simply a series of inquiries and measures that led to
the proposal of 99-year leases when we know for a
fact that certain lobby groups — usually those at the
big end of town, the mega-commercial developer
types — were the ones who had been pushing this
along from the beginning. You need only to read
those submissions to the Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission (VCEC) to understand that.
Interestingly though — and this is a detail that
Mr Davis left out — the finding of VCEC was:
In general … the best course is to develop tourism ventures
outside the boundaries of a national park …

The Greens would of course concur. In our amazing
natural attraction regions there are already a large
number of businesses operating outside the parks and
taking advantage of their proximity to the parks in
order to offer services to those who want to visit.
These are typically small businesses. I am talking
about bed and breakfasts, restaurants, tourism

businesses, nature guides, people who rent out
bicycles and so on. If one of these proposed
commercial developments were lobbed into the park,
it would provide a new level of competition to those
who are already helping to attract tourists and
providing services and the necessary infrastructure
for their visits. Then there would be various
environmental problems with large-scale commercial
developments in the heart of a national park — the
human impact, the necessary infrastructure, the
disposal of human waste and so on. That is before
you even start thinking about the potential bushfire
risks of locating large numbers of tourists, possibly
people new to Australia and inexperienced in the
bush, in the middle of a natural area.
I would be mighty surprised if any development
proposal like that would ever be able to get up or
meet the requirements of the existing planning
scheme, but the guidelines that Mr Davis referred to
and the regulation that his government created were
nothing like that. We discussed them in some detail
when we first opposed the Liberals 99-year lease bill
in this Parliament. These guidelines — these
regulations, as Mr Davis rather grandly titled them —
were nothing but a kind of checklist of different
issues that might be addressed in a commercial
development. The government at the time could not
say what would and what would not be permitted.
Those guidelines were of no more use to us as
members of the public with a passion to protect our
parks than they would have been to a developer
making a particular proposal. That just goes to show
this was a half-baked, open-ended, ideologically
driven approach where the shallowly buried
Thatcherite tendencies of the Liberal Party exposed
themselves, as they always do, when it came to
national parks and natural protected areas. In other
words, if you cannot make a quid out of it, it is not
worth anything. That was what was driving this
whole campaign for further commercial development
in our parks.
Mr Davis talked about protecting cultural assets. That
implies that those assets are already there, that we are
protecting something that exists — for example, the
historic buildings at Point Nepean. But this was not
about protecting; this was about new developments
that were going to bring a whole new set of impacts
into an area. Far from hampering the industry, as he
said, this bill provides the certain knowledge to those
who now operate tourism businesses around the areas
of our natural attractions — the Great Ocean Road,
Gippsland, the Grampians, the coast, the alpine areas,
the Murray River — that they will not be facing up to
some competition for a mega-style resort. The
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previous government was unable to say what it
would ever draw a line under and was pretty much on
a hiding to nothing. That led to publication of an
open letter to the Premier, including an
accompanying article from a group of eminent
Australians, which said:
National parks have not been set aside for grazing by
cattle, logging, prospecting, hunting or commercial
development. These activities … are incompatible with the
fundamental reasons for creating them — protecting our
natural and cultural heritage.

In America, where they have some of the greatest
national parks in the world, they learnt this lesson
over 100 years ago. The natural attractions within
those areas, from the Grand Canyon to Yosemite —
rivers, gorges, falls, mountains and glaciers — were
overexploited very rapidly in the late 1800s and early
1900s.
Mr Davis — Teddy Roosevelt.
Mr BARBER — They became cautionary tales
and, as Mr Davis interjected, became the driving
force for President Roosevelt to want to protect those
areas. Those involved had a very clear vision of what
they did not want by way of development, and the
movement to protect those natural areas was all about
keeping away ugly commercial development that
sought to exploit the very values that we hold
precious but in the process ate away at those values
and destroyed the very thing that attracted people in
the first place. That is why we need a strong public
focus on parks, not a bias towards commercial
development.
The government is very pleased with itself for
introducing this bill to reverse the power of 99-year
leases and turn them back to 21, but it did not do it
before it gave itself one chance to issue a 50-year
lease of its own — and that is in relation to the
Arthurs Seat chairlift. Many of us will remember
how it was when we were kids, but if you have that
image in your mind and you think that is what is
coming next at Arthurs Seat, you could be in for a
real shock. The annual report of the National Parks
Advisory Council, tabled in Parliament this week,
notes that:
Pursuant to 32CC of the act, on 2 March 2015, council
received a letter from the minister seeking consultation on
proposed 50-year lease to Arthurs Seat Skylift Pty Ltd for
the redevelopment and operation of a gondola and
associated visitor activities at Arthurs Seat State Park.
Members of the council all received a copy of the
minister’s letter, a written submission by Parks Victoria
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and a joint presentation by Parks Victoria and DELWP
representatives at its meeting on 11 March 2015 …

and so on and so forth. The report continues:
Council supports the proposal and it should proceed
subject to the following considerations:
vegetation removal is minimised and suitable net gain
offsets are identified;
development of appropriate emergency and bushfire
plans within designated time frame;
encourage consideration of full Sunday trading; and
traffic management (particularly car parking) is
carefully monitored and managed if usage increases
above estimate.

On that basis, with all those assurances, pretty
pictures and warm fuzzy feelings from the proposed
developer, the council did in fact sign off on the
Arthurs Seat proposal. What we are seeing rolling out
now is something that is perhaps somewhat different
from the pictures the council may have had in mind.
By way of a bit of context, this development did not
pop up overnight. Parks Victoria and the government
have in many ways been facilitating this major
proposal that we see — and not always in the best
way for the protection of that natural and cultural
heritage. I am advised by locals in the area that about
four or five years ago the historic stone stairway
beneath the chairlift, at what used to be the top
station, was demolished. Shortly after that signs were
erected prohibiting pedestrian access under the
chairlift area. This forces pedestrians to ascend or
descend via the seat if they do not want to walk extra
kilometres to Arthurs Seat Road — a road which has
no footpaths or shoulders in most sections.
About two years ago the historic lookout tower was
destroyed. Significant extra clearing has occurred
under the chairlift route and alongside several road
access tracks to the route. In the last 12 months there
has been some massive roadside clearing of trees and
bushes alongside Arthurs Seat Road in the chairlift
vicinity. The local residents say they have noticed
that the tree and vegetation removal has been more
significant than ever before in the last 20-plus years.
The shire council also had a role in this — it was
required to issue a planning permit. Now that it is
seeing what is rolling out, it is also starting to express
concerns. In fact Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council signed off on a permit with various
conditions to the satisfaction of the responsible
authority — that is, the council itself. Councillors are
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now proposing a motion whereby those sign-offs —
the latest sign-offs — will actually come back to
council for a decision, because it turns out that the
matters to the ‘satisfaction of the responsible
authority’ one might surmise have perhaps not been
delivered to the satisfaction of the councillors. They
are now hoping to have the ability to pull back that
delegation so that they themselves will have a say in
it. At least that is what I have surmised from reading
the notice of motion that appeared before the shire
council.
There are some other details that people may not be
aware of. There is the capacity for a later stage 2
development with additional tourist facilities,
including a lookout tower high enough to take in
views over long distances. Vegetation management
works, whether they relate to fuel reduction, road
safety or the project itself, are certainly of concern to
locals. In fact all works in that area must by necessity
be part of the gondola project. The proposed gondola
generally follows the route of the old chairlift until it
reaches the summit, but after that everything
changes. Eight-seater gondolas will cross Arthur Seat
Road to the summit on large pylons — 10 to
15 metres tall — and will occupy a large footprint
within the public parkland currently enjoyed by
visitors. That building will be 8 metres tall, possibly
with a 100-seat cafe. The hours of operation could be
seven days a week between 8.00 a.m. and midnight
all year round, except of course on days of high
winds or code red bushfire days. All this scaling up
of the proposal increases the cost of construction and
thereby requires more and more revenue, hence we
must maximise revenue from ticket sales, food and
drink sales, functions, merchandise and events — it
goes on and on.
So it is not just a matter of a few crusty old
environmentalists who might think that parks should
be left sacrosanct. There is an inevitable commercial
incentive that gets built into these types of proposals,
and before you know it, whether you be a park lover,
a local councillor or a person who might just want to
visit a few times in your lifetime, decisions start
getting made pretty quickly that are about
maximising revenue. The very values themselves —
often understated and subtle but certainly there in the
minds and hearts of Victorians — pretty soon start
getting pushed to one side. As I said, Labor was very
keen to push this particular lease through before it
brought in this bill. It was only on 20 July this year
that the government announced that it had signed the
lease, and now suddenly we get the bill. It is a case
of, ‘Give me chastity and sobriety, but not quite yet’.

Having done its deal, the government is now putting
this bill forward for the Parliament to consider.
The Greens will support the bill. We oppose the
measures that were brought in by the previous
government for many of the reasons I have outlined
today and a few more on top of that. Our position on
this has been quite consistent from the beginning, and
we hope these measures mean that where visitor
facilities are provided in our national parks, those
visitor facilities are ones that match the expectation
of visitors and are provided through public funds.
When private leasing operations are attached to those
facilities, which may in itself be a good model —
certainly those facilities exist, such as the Cape
Otway lighthouse, where we have those
arrangements in place now — it should not be a
matter for the profit motive to determine which of
our natural areas are showcased and protected. That
should be a decision purely in the public interest, and
we hope the passage of this bill ensures that that
continues to be the case all the way into the future for
all the future generations we can imagine enjoying
our parks.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to make a brief contribution to the debate today on
the National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases)
Bill 2015. Labor has always and will always be
committed to preserving the magnificence of our
national parks for the benefit of all Victorians. In
1989 we initiated a prohibition on mineral
exploration and mining in our national parks. In 1992
we significantly expanded the protected wilderness
areas. In 2002 we introduced marine national parks
and sanctuaries. In 2005 we removed cattle grazing
from the Alpine National Park — and we did that
again earlier this year after the former government
reintroduced this damaging practice. We have
credibility, and we have form when it comes to doing
the right thing by our natural environment, and today
we are continuing on that path.
In 2010 we requested a report by the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission on
Victoria’s tourism industry, with a view to better
understanding how to strengthen and grow this
sector. One of the recommendations of this report
was to increase the maximum duration of leases on
land managed under the National Parks Act 1975.
The commission’s report, however, did not specify or
give a recommendation on how many years that
should be. That thought bubble belonged to the
coalition itself, which decided on 99 years. Of course
that is more than most people’s lifetimes.
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Our national parks are a tourist’s dream and an
absolute goldmine for many of our regional towns
and centres, as evidenced by the Valuing Victoria’s
Parks report of 2015, which showed that tourists
spend $1.4 billion connected to visits to parks, and
that adds 14 000 jobs to the state’s economy. With
the inevitable decline in manufacturing we absolutely
must be growing jobs and opportunities and
exploring the potential viability of other sectors, such
as tourism. This is vital if we are going to make sure
that Victoria remains one of the best places to live,
work and play.
Maximising that potential is at the crux of this
legislation we are looking at today. How do we best
develop the tourist offering within our national parks
whilst also preserving and protecting the very assets
which are the drawcard that visitors wish to see,
experience and enjoy? My electorate of Northern
Victoria Region is home to some of our most
beautiful national parks and natural environments in
Victoria, be it the Alpine, Baw Baw, Mount Buffalo,
Kinglake, Heathcote, Graytown or Yarra Ranges
national parks. All are magnificent places to visit,
whether you want to stay there for a week, a month
or just a day.
We know that these parks support biodiversity, fauna
and flora, as well as jobs and communities. We know
that they are tourist drawcards, and their value is
beyond any single measure or figure. These parks
must be protected, and any development of them
must be conducted in a way that is respectful of the
environment, is conducive to the fulfilment of their
potential and maintains them as places for lots of
people to enjoy.
It is for these reasons that this bill is before us today.
No business or developer seeking to operate from
these beautiful places should need more than a
lifetime of access to do so. We are implementing our
election commitment to remove the ability of any
government to grant 99-year leases and allow largescale private development in our national parks. The
bill will 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. The bill also reduces the
maximum term of a lease that may be granted for
specific areas of land in Point Nepean National Park,
Mount Buffalo National Park and Arthurs Seat State
Park from 99 years down to 50 years. The bill will
remove the provisions relating to the minister’s
power to grant in-principle approval of longer term
leases and the minister’s power to enter into an
agreement to make a longer term lease.
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It has to be noted that this bill is not against
development in national parks; we are just saying no
to large-scale developments. Anyone wishing to
submit a proposal for tourism investment in a
national park must demonstrate compelling reasons
and put forward their case for it. They must show and
ensure that it will deliver a unique nature-based
visitor experience that has enjoyment of the
environment and conservation of the park amongst its
outcomes. The bill is about establishing the
parameters to encourage the right development in the
right places over the right period of time to protect
and preserve our national parks, of which we are the
custodians on behalf of future generations. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is a pleasure
to speak on the National Parks Amendment (No
99 Year Leases) Bill 2015. It is unfortunate that we
have a bill that is based purely on ideology. We have
a government that wants to abolish this type of
development and put our state behind all the other
states. The government made this policy while in
opposition and took this stance to an election. It
happened to win the election, so we understand that it
has the right to make this decision, and therefore we
will not be opposing the bill. However, many of us
live in the regions and love enjoying our natural
beauty and being able to get away every now and
then to enjoy what it is that our regions and other
regions have to offer.
I will make various comparisons between what
visitor experiences are available in our regions and
what we might see when we travel elsewhere. The
problem I have with this shallow thinking is that we
will disallow 99-year leases in our national parks. We
have a situation where the government, when it suits,
will allow 50-year leases in some national parks, but
one of its big investments in the upcoming budget
will be its investment in the Grampians Peaks Trail.
It is a substantial investment of something like
$19 million. It is a project that we were also going to
support and invest in, but offering the true visitor
experience that most Victorians, as well as interstate
and overseas travellers, are now looking for is where
we are at loggerheads with this legislation.
In Victoria not only do our walks have a most
amazing natural beauty ideal for ecotourism but we
also have a perfect climate. We have a climate that is
made for walking. There are only one or two months
of the year when it is too hot. Compare that to
Queensland where it is uncomfortable for walkers.
That is why our industry could be absolutely
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anything when it comes to experiencing the various
walking trails around Victoria.
People have spoken to us about an opportunity to
further upgrade the Goldfields Track, linking
Bendigo to Ballarat, and taking that trail out through
the O’Keefe Rail Trail, which would land you in
Heathcote. A possible continuation of the old
O’Keefe trail would land you in Kilmore, and taking
a train would get you to Seymour or Broadford,
where you could then take off on another trail
towards Wangaratta and Bright. But what we are
moving towards is only more of the same. We are on
the cusp of an amazing opportunity, but we will not
take it.
Those people who have been lucky enough to travel
overseas and do some of the famous walks around
Europe — I am not one of those people — have seen
that because the townships are so close together there
is effectively in-built infrastructure, walking from
village to village with no shortage of places to stop
for a coffee, a cold drink, accommodation or
entertainment or to hire a bicycle, a canoe or a whole
range of different tourist products. But in Australia,
with our much sparser geography, we do not have
those opportunities in frequent towns.
The three-day bike ride that is the Ballarat to Bendigo
Goldfields Track goes through four or five towns:
Ballarat, Bendigo, Daylesford, Castlemaine and
maybe one other. It is a lot of walking or a lot of bike
riding without any stops or facilities, and this is the
type of development that we think Victoria would be
best served by — not by high-rise apartments but by
eco-accommodation that would see huts built along
our various walks. We have a situation where it is
incredibly hard to monetise any of our walks in
Victoria so that we can afford to maintain what we
currently have and love.
The Murrindindi shire was the beneficiary of a
truckload of grants following the bushfires that
affected Murrindindi, and with that we were looking
at opportunities to grow tourism. We helped the shire
with the development of a range of walks in
Murrindindi, but it has got to a stage where it cannot
maintain the upkeep of those walks. It was granted all
this money in the aftermath of the fires, so it built the
walks, but as a small rural council it simply does not
have enough money to maintain them.
We now have the Labor Party in government, and it
will forbid these councils and authorities from taking
up economic opportunities to enhance the
experiences and also from creating opportunities for

these beautiful experiences to be self-sufficient and
economically viable into the future. This is ideology
that will end up being detrimental to what we
currently have. We will spend millions of dollars
trying to entice people to Victoria’s national parks to
experience the beauty that we have and love, yet
when they get there it will be a lesser experience than
it could have been — whether it be bike hire, canoe
hire or any other hire or the accommodation that will
not happen — had it not been for the Labor Party
bringing this ideological legislation into being.
Anybody who has been to see the Twelve Apostles
knows there are only seven of them left now. I think
five of them fell down during Labor Party times! One
of the biggest problems we have with the Twelve
Apostles is that too many people hire a car in
Melbourne, drive down, have a look at them for the
day and then drive back to Melbourne. The failure to
monetise one of Australia’s great sites is simply
another example of what we are not doing in this
country. There is no doubt there could be a tasteful
opportunity to build on what we have. One trip I have
done is that I have taken my son along that south
coast, and the number of gorges and formations is
staggering, but you have to go into the established
towns to find accommodation.
It is also interesting that the Otway Fly, one of the
great tourist attractions that drags people into that
part of Victoria, had to be set up on private land. It is
a perfect example of a tourism industry asset that
should have been able to be established on Crown
land in a national park, but it is not. It is located right
next door, on private land adjacent to the national
park. This is the type of investment that we think
should be able to be used to improve the visitor
experience.
However, as I say, the Labor Party has its views. It
took this view to the election and won, so it has every
right to introduce it as it sees fit.
Mr Barber — Like the grand final holiday in that
respect.
Mr DRUM — I never heard about the grand final
holiday, so that is one that Labor slipped in in a very
nondescript manner. But let us not get off track. I was
having a reasonably good day until you mentioned
the grand final holiday; now I just feel sick in the
stomach. Every time you bring that up it reminds me
that the bloke who is running the state is an absolute
idiot. That is a worry, because he still thinks it is a
good idea. He still thinks it is a good idea — —
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) —
Order! Mr Drum! I remind the member that it is
inappropriate to reflect on the Premier in that fashion,
and I ask him to speak to the matter at hand.
Mr DRUM — Yes, it is inappropriate. As I said, I
was having a good day until Mr Barber poisoned it
by talking about that.
Anyway, this is what the government took to the
election. It won, so it has the opportunity to do this.
However, I love to be able to put the running shoes
on, whether I am here, interstate or overseas, and
explore what this world has to offer. Most times I am
looking to have that experience added to in some way
by a commercial interest. That experience is nearly
always improved by those commercial interests,
which we are now not going to have here. Under this
legislation we will have lesser experiences.
Hopefully the proof of all this will be in the
development of our national parks in the future.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak on the National Parks Amendment (No 99
Year Leases) Bill 2015. Perhaps it really should have
been called the No 99-Year Leases Bill 2015,
because what this bill does is remove the ability for
there to be a 99-year lease extended within a national
park. Fortunately it leaves several areas in which
there can be leases of up to 50 years, including one
area within my electorate, namely, the Mount Buffalo
National Park. Much of my contribution — in fact
probably all of my contribution — will be about the
Mount Buffalo National Park.
I want to take everybody back in time to talk about
the establishment of the chalet in the Mount Buffalo
National Park. The chalet was built in 1910 and,
despite its grand proportions, it offered very basic
accommodation at that time. The building was
unlined at first and had no heating, probably because
the chalet was intended to be built of granite. A
temporary weatherboard building was established,
and that is the chalet that exists today, 105 years later.
In 1910 the chalet was leased to Mr J. Newton. Its
popularity was immediate, and by 1912 it was
described as the epitome of luxury, with large sitting
rooms, ample fireplaces, well-ventilated bedrooms
and hot and cold baths. Improvements were made to
the building shortly after the construction of the
original building which had no heating et cetera.
Other improvements included a golf links in 1911, a
north wing in 1912 and a south wing and billiard
room in 1914.
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In 1919 a new lessee was appointed — a Miss Hilda
Samsing — who lobbied the government to make
further improvements to the chalet’s amenities, such
as in heating and lighting. In 1921 and 1922, in
addition to the south wing, more bedroom and
bathroom facilities were added. The billiards room
was moved to the front of the house and a terrace
garden with rubble granite retaining walls was laid
out at the front of the chalet. In 1924 the management
of the chalet was transferred to the railways
department. The facility was then operated in a more
formal manner, which included issuing standard
railway tickets for all the activities at the chalet and
dressing the porters in railway uniforms. While 1924
was a long time ago, I think most people in this
chamber, if they visited the chalet as children, would
have done so when it was still run by the railways
department.
Further improvements were made to the chalet in
1925 and 1926. In 1937 and 1938 major alterations
were made, extending the south wing and adding a
second storey to the central wing of the building. At
this time the provision for 200 guests at the chalet
was noted as more than equalling the best city
hotels — it had become a substantial size and was a
very popular venue amongst Victorians. More than
200 guests were able to stay there, which was akin to
the size of the best city hotels at the time. After the
war many of our migrant families and displaced
persons from Europe, many of whom were Jewish,
found the chalet to be a comforting reminder of their
homelands.
The railways department managed the chalet until
1985 when the government took it over under the
auspices of the tourism commission. In 1993 the
chalet was leased into private hands once again, and
it continued to provide accommodation until 2007,
when it was unfortunately closed.
In 1960 legislation was enacted to allow development
leases in national parks. Leases were subsequently
granted in the Wilsons Promontory and Mount
Buffalo national parks, and while the lease at
Wilsons Promontory was later abandoned, the Mount
Buffalo lease resulted in the construction of what was
then known as Tatra Inn, which later became Cresta
Valley Lodge. Mount Buffalo hosted the first
professional downhill ski race in Australia in 1964.
In the lead-up to the 2006 state election the future of
the chalet became an issue of great concern for the
Victorian community. At the time I was the shadow
Minister for Tourism so I was receiving
representation not only from my local constituents —
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Mount Buffalo National Park is in my electorate —
but also from people from all areas of Victoria and
interstate. Everyone who spoke to me was horrified
that the future of the chalet was under threat.
Everyone had their own special connection to the
chalet and their memories of visits there. Generations
of families had visited the chalet. This was true of the
lessees at the time, the Burbank Group. Stepbrothers
and the co-founders of the Burbank Group, Eddie
Sanfilippo and Eddie Puhar, had been taken to the
chalet when they were children. They had grown to
love the chalet and wanted to preserve it for future
generations.
I received many hundreds of calls and letters from
Victorians who had tales to tell of special memories
of the chalet, and they wanted to share them. Many of
them had visited the chalet for their honeymoon, and
some had gone there for family holidays. I think we
all have memories of school trips to Mount Buffalo.
My parents taught us, or tried to teach us, to ski there
because it was a safer mountain. Whenever we went
there my parents told the story of how they had
stayed in the chalet on their honeymoon. The chalet
conjures up emotional memories for many
Victorians.
In 2006, when the closure was imminent, I was
meeting regularly with the chalet managers, Suzi and
Brendan Cadigan. They were a young couple who
managed the chalet on behalf of the Burbank Group.
They had a lot of passion for the chalet. Suzi and
Brendan had the passion, and Burbank had the
passion. What they did not have, however, was a
lease that gave Burbank the security of tenure it
needed to invest the many millions of dollars
required to bring the chalet up to scratch. The chalet
was not profitable in its existing state; it was tired and
in much need of refurbishment. It also needed to have
the right infrastructure and product mix to attract
tourists and conferences. When Burbank took over
the chalet, it did not even meet building safety
standards. For example, only 10 per cent of the
hardwired smoke detectors in the building complied
with safety regulations, and sprinkler systems which
should have had 15 millimetre heads only had
10 millimetre heads fitted.
Heating in the building has always been an issue.
Originally the building was not heated, and attempts
to install heating had not been entirely successful. In
fact one of its wings was known as Siberia. The
chalet was costing an average of about $70 000 per
month to run, and Suzi and Brendan told me that in
the winter the diesel fuel bill to run the power
generators alone was as much as $50 000 to $60 000

per month. Maintenance was a never-ending issue;
there were four to five staff working full time on
upkeep, and they still could not keep up with the
work that needed to be done. The fire escapes were
dangerous and falling down, and there was asbestos
in many of the walls.
Suzi and Brendan informed me that the Burbank
Group was prepared to invest between $20 million
and $30 million on the chalet, but in order to do that
they needed a lease that gave them security of tenure
beyond the 10 years they had left and beyond the
21 years allowed for in the National Parks Act 1975
at the time. Burbank was keen to not only refurbish
the existing facilities but also build 100 new
accommodation rooms for conference and family
accommodation, a day spa and conference facilities.
It also wanted to install snow-making facilities. The
leaseholders, the Burbank Group, had been trying to
get a meeting with Parks Victoria and the
government for at least two years to discuss its
requirements for investing in these works, but those
requests went without acknowledgement, and they
never got that meeting.
Cresta Lodge, which, as I have said, was formerly the
Tatra Inn, was also run by the Burbank Group and
managed by the Cadigans. Cresta consisted of
28 rooms, a day centre and a restaurant.
Unfortunately Cresta Lodge, which was the
profitable part of the lease, and the ski lift were lost in
the great alpine fires in December 2006. Cresta has
never been rebuilt. At the time the Bracks
government would not listen. It would not even meet
with Burbank to discuss extending the lease, and
unfortunately the chalet closed in 2007. It remains
closed to this day. In 2010 the Brumby government
introduced 50-year leases for national parks, but
unfortunately for the chalet it was too late; The
Burbank Group had moved on. It remains unknown
whether a 50-year lease would have been enough to
attract a lessee who would have properly restored the
chalet. As I said, to invest the $20 million or
$30 million that was needed to refurbish the chalet a
lessee would need a tenure long enough to enable
them to recoup that investment.
At the time the Alpine Shire Council said it believed
the lease period should be up to 99 years, which
would be in line with the leases offered under the
Alpine Resorts (Management) Act 1997 as it exists at
the moment. This bill will, of course, change that. As
I have said, the chalet has been a much-loved tourist
icon, and it is too late to save it as a grand
accommodation venue. However, the coalition did
make available $7.5 million to allow parts of the
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chalet to be restored to offer a day visitors centre,
including a cafe. Tenders were sought, and I believe
they came in at around the $11 million mark. The
Alpine shire is keen to act as quickly as possible to
refurbish and reopen the chalet. I urge the
government to work with it to ensure that the entire
$7.5 million does not end up being used just on
maintenance requirements, which, I understand, are
about $300 000 per year. This facility should be
saved. It should be preserved for future generations.
It should be preserved because it is part of the history
of our state. It deserves to have that investment in it,
and I urge the government to work with the Alpine
shire to make sure it can be saved and to make sure it
can be opened again for future generations of
Victorians to enjoy.
I tell the chalet story because it highlights a need for
government flexibility and longer term leases in
national parks. The Northern Grampians Shire
Council has written to me, although that shire is not
in my electorate, I would like to read out a portion of
its letter because it also highlights the need for longterm leases. In his letter the mayor of the Northern
Grampians shire, Cr Murray Emerson, when talking
about the decision to revert from 99-year leases to
21-year lease arrangements said:
This decision is totally against any economic development
aspirations that any local government organisation would
have for their long-term investment strategies. How would
anyone, specifically outside investors, be prepared to invest
in short-term leases for large amounts of money? The
longer term lease at least gives the investor an opportunity
to recoup some of their investment. Even when we
purchase our first homes, we enter into 25 to 30-year
leases. And of course the recommendations on the lease for
our ports from both sides of government seems to be at
least 50 years.
I and my council find it totally incomprehensible that the
Labor government would commit several million dollars to
our peaks trail development in Halls Gap and then move to
reduce the lease time frames from 99 years to the
suggested 21 years. It will undoubtedly reduce the
investment opportunities for our shire in the Grampians
National Park.

I find this piece of legislation to be very shortsighted. As I have already outlined, with the muchloved Mount Buffalo Chalet the government’s shortsightedness back in 2006 forced the closure of that
chalet. It lost the opportunity for $20 million to
$30 million of private investment to go into that
facility, which would have seen it redeveloped as a
great conference centre with first-class
accommodation. That opportunity has now been lost
for our state. We need to move as quickly as possible
to salvage what we can.
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The legislation is short-sighted. Under the current
legislation, which allows for leases of up to 99 years,
the minister has the discretion on the term of a lease
and can grant leases that are shorter than that. It does
not require the minister to grant a 99-year lease. It
allows for flexibility and for consideration of
individual projects on their merit, and I think the
government is being extremely short-sighted. As
someone said before, this is an ideologically based
bill that does not provide for the best outcomes for
Victoria. It will cost investment. It will cost jobs. But
as we know, this government is anti-investment,
antibusiness and antijobs.
However, the government has stated its intention to
have a 21-year to 50-year lease time frame. Whilst I
do not think that is the best outcome for Victoria, the
Liberal Party is not opposing this piece of legislation.
I just think it is a much-missed opportunity for our
state.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to speak today on the National
Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill 2015.
Firstly I would like to mention that The Nationals
and the coalition will not be opposing this bill, which
essentially has two components: the first is to reduce
the maximum term for a lease that may be granted
under the general leasing powers from 99 years to
21 years; and the second is to reduce the maximum
term for a lease that may be granted in respect of
specific areas of land at Point Nepean and Mount
Buffalo nationals parks and the Arthurs Seat State
Park from 99 years to 50 years.
As a member for a regional area, national parks are
extremely important to me and my constituents. My
electorate of Eastern Victoria Region is home to
some absolutely beautiful national parks and natural
wonders, which our local communities are very
proud of. Perhaps the most well-known and popular
is the pristine coastline at Wilsons Promontory.
Situated at the tip of mainland Australia, the
spectacular views of towering granite mountains,
sweeping beaches, green open forests and rainforests,
beautiful blue ocean and waterways is something to
behold. I can vouch for its beauty, as I have enjoyed
many hikes and overnight stays throughout my years
while living locally next to this gem. There are
fantastic bushwalks available for people of all ages
and abilities, which make the most of the spectacular
panoramic views.
Stretching from central Gippsland in my electorate
all the way to the New South Wales border is the
Alpine National Park — home to some of Australia’s
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most stunning alpine landscapes. Further
opportunities for scenic bushwalks are found at this
park, which features waterfalls, mountains and
wildflowers. In far East Gippsland the Croajingolong
National Park, named after the Aboriginal people of
the area, features eucalypts and rainforest, with
secluded coastline beaches where people can enjoy
boating, fishing, beach walks and birdwatching.
It is important that people are encouraged to visit and
enjoy all of these wonderful national parks while still
looking after our environment. In order for our
national park resources to develop and attract
tourism, it is vital we support an environment that
caters to varied tastes and needs.
It is important to note here that when I talk about
private development in national parks I am not
referring to high-rise developments on the shores of
our pristine parks. Often opponents of private
development talk about the extremes and not
realistic, appropriate and sensible options that could
attract more visitors to our regions. We need to
remember that investors would and should be
accountable to strict environmental guidelines.
Ecotourism is essential in attracting people to these
beautiful parks to immerse themselves in the
environment without doing damage. This is
something I am supportive of. When we have an
experience of something, we can appreciate it and
value it. Developments such as eco-friendly lodges or
huts to accommodate those who do not enjoy
spending a night in a tent but still wish to enjoy
staying in our national parks and all they have to
offer is the type of investment that we should be
considering. Overnight stays provide more of an
economic boost to our regions than just drop-in day
visits, and these stays should be encouraged.
The coalition government worked to facilitate a
regulatory environment more supportive of tourism
developments in high natural amenity areas. This
included a package of reforms which extended the
maximum term of a lease in a national park from
21 years to 99 years. It is important to mention that
the coalition government’s approach was consistent
with the previous Labor government’s Victoria’s
Nature-Based Tourism Strategy 2008–2012. Prior to
the last election Labor adopted the policy of
removing the government’s ability to grant 99-year
leases. Labor went to the election with this
commitment, giving a false impression that the
coalition was out to ruin our national parks with
large-scale developments. Nothing could be further
from the truth, and it was certainly not the case. It is

important that we take care of our natural treasures
while still allowing people to enjoy their beauty, and
there are ways to do this sensibly.
The effects of shortening the lease agreements are
unknown, but what I do know is that private
investment means job generation and increased
tourism opportunities. It is important to the success of
our natural attractions and, in turn, our local
communities. These changes will make it more
difficult for investors to feel confident in investing
large sums of money and could potentially reduce
investment opportunities in our regions. In order to
attract private enterprise, land tenure over a period of
time is required.
The 2014 inquiry into heritage tourism and
ecotourism in Victoria found that our state lags
behind other Australian jurisdictions in developing
sustainable commercial development on public land,
particularly in the area of hutted accommodation on
iconic walks. Expenditure has already been devoted
to the development of projects such as the Grampians
Peaks Trail. I can only hope that these changes will
not jeopardise the benefits that could have come from
projects such as the Grampians Peaks Trail.
I know that the Northern Grampians Shire Council is
strongly opposed to these lease changes, saying it
finds it ‘incomprehensible that a Labor government
would commit several million dollars to the peaks
trail development in Halls Gap and then move to
reduce the lease time frames from 99 years’. The
council believes this will ‘undoubtedly reduce the
investment opportunities’ for their shire in the
Grampians National Park — and I have no doubt
other councils will have similar concerns.
I think it is important that we look at every park on an
individual basis. There are some that may cater for
private investment more than others, and each should
be assessed on its own merits. Some investment may
warrant longer lease arrangements.
I believe the coalition government’s package
encouraged nature-based tourism while promoting
clear guidelines for public and private investment in
high natural amenity areas. These measures
addressed the previous Labor government’s
recommendations to increase activity at our national
parks and develop world-class visitor experiences
through investment.
I agree we need to take care of our national parks and
native flora and fauna to ensure a sustainable and
prosperous future so we and future generations can
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continue to enjoy our national parks and what they
have to offer. Ecotourism plays a role in attracting
people to these beautiful spots to immerse themselves
in the environment without doing damage. However,
a lack of appropriate infrastructure can be a drawback
to our natural wonders being explored and treated the
way they deserve. I believe under the right
environmental frameworks there are ways to ensure
that we attract visitors to our national parks through
added private investment while still ensuring that we
protect our environment.
As mentioned earlier, we will not be opposing this
bill; however, we have some real concerns that the
99-year leases will deter any proposals for
appropriate high-quality private investment as it
would not allow certainty and time to recoup a decent
return.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
want to make a couple of comments. The Labor Party
has been very consistent, in and out of government,
in its view on this very important issue of the
protection of national parks. We are very keen and
have been very keen to support the integrity of our
park system, and we have taken many actions by
legislative reform to increase the park estate during
the course of the governments that I have been
associated with, either as an adviser or as a minister.
Indeed Labor governments have introduced many
new parks to our national park system and provided
them with appropriate and long-term protection. That
is the spirit in which we restore the integrity of the
legislative base of protections for national parks
today.
A number of people in this debate have indicated that
this is a short-term piece of legislation. In fact it is
exactly the opposite. It is a long-term commitment to
the protection of national parks. It is driven not by
ideology, as has been alleged, but in fact by
understanding our important obligations to protect
precious parts of the ecosystem for this and future
generations in Victoria, and that underpins what we
are about. Where this bill provides for some degree
of development within the park system to support
visitor amenity, comfort and attraction now and into
the future, it is something that should be very
carefully managed. It needs to deal with the sensitive
environments that we are dealing with. They are
special in every sense and precarious in many ways
in terms of their vulnerability to inappropriate use
and abuse and the impact of human visitation to some
of these areas should be undertaken with minimal
impact upon the short and long-term health of the
park system.

Thursday, 22 October 2015

That is what is at the heart of this piece of legislation.
We want to make sure that development is provided
for within our national park system which is based
upon the history of the existing footprint of
development within the system. This current piece of
legislation still provides a number of opportunities
for longer term leases. Point Nepean and Mount
Buffalo are a couple of examples where there has
been a pre-existing footprint of development and
where longer term leasing may be available to
support development within that footprint. But there
are appropriate restrictions on new investment and
new proposals. There is also a recognition that the
low-impact nature of those developments would not
warrant either a capital injection which would see a
large-scale development or, because of the nature of
the capital requirement, a long-term leasing
arrangement to provide for commercial return of an
investment either to the state or to a private operator.
Clearly the government’s policies are to be brought
into line with environmental protection. The longterm viability of the park system has been restored as
a value proposition within Victorian legislation. We
allow for appropriate, low-scale development to
occur. Infrastructure requirements for low-impact
presence within park facilities do not justify longterm leasing arrangements, so the long-term public
interest is protected by not appropriating public land
for private purposes beyond what is a reasonable
lease arrangement to provide for the scale of
development. Where there is a pre-existing footprint
of development that would warrant longer term
leasing options, the government will provide those,
just as it has provided them in legislation in the past.
For these reasons I am confident of this legislative
framework. It is totally consistent with the approach
that I have taken to environmental protection in this
place for all of my time in the Parliament and for that
matter the time that preceded my entering the
Parliament in the Labor governments that I worked
for. As far back as the Cain government we have
understood the importance of this issue, and we will
continue to recognise, in perpetuity I hope, the values
in our national park system, of which Victorian
should rightly be proud.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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court environment not unduly distressing or
challenging simply because of their proximity to the
party who has acted against them.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 October; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise to make some
remarks on the Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill
2015. The bill continues from the work undertaken
by the previous government in establishing, in 2014,
the original victims of crime commissioner as an
administrative office associated with the Department
of Justice, and the establishment in 2012 of the
Victims of Crime Consultative Committee, also
within the scope of the Department of Justice. The
purpose of this bill is to now establish that
consultative committee and the commissioner as
statutory offices under this new piece of legislation,
recognising the important role that the victims of
crime commissioner plays in advocating on behalf of
and in support of victims of crime in the Victorian
community.
The coalition has had a proud history of recognising
and supporting victims of crime here in Victoria,
recognising the legitimacy of acknowledging and
having regard to the experiences of victims of crime
and ensuring that their views, collectively and
individually, in judicial matters are recognised in
judicial proceedings and more generally in the
conduct and direction of the criminal law in this state.
In the mid-1990s it was the Kennett government,
with Jan Wade as Attorney-General, which
established the first formal recognition of victims in
the criminal justice system with the introduction of
victim impact statements. Victim impact statements
provide a formal mechanism for direct victims of
crime to have input into the sentencing of a particular
proceeding with which they have been involved.
Since then we have seen substantial improvement
and expansion of the role means available to victims
of crime to articulate their views on their particular
experiences of crime and to change the way in which
courts deal with victims of crime in order to make the
court process and environment far less onerous as
they go about having matters heard. We have
welcomed those successive developments over the
last 20 years and recognise the legitimate role of
victims of crime in participating in the proceedings to
which they are a party, in having their voices heard in
those proceedings and in ensuring that they find the

These developments over the last 20 years have been
very positive, and in 2012 they culminated in the
establishment of the Victims of Crime Consultative
Committee. The purpose of that committee, which
was an initiative of the former Attorney-General,
Robert Clark, the member for Box Hill, was very
much to bring together the key entities involved in
the criminal justice system — representatives of the
judiciary, the police, the Department of Justice and
victims organisations — so that the issues around the
administration of justice and the operation of the
judicial system could be considered from the
perspective of victims of crime in order that court
processes and procedures could be better
administered to reduce the burden on victims of
crime and make their passage through the criminal
justice system far less onerous.
The committee has been a very successful body. I
might add that its membership also included
representatives from the Office of Public
Prosecutions and the parole board, which has in
recent years been a particularly contentious body in
respect of the criminal justice system in Victoria.
Having parole board representation on that
consultative committee means that board members
are exposed to the views of victims of crime. This is
an important way of ensuring that their views and
experiences are given appropriate weight.
Likewise, last year the coalition government was
pleased to appoint Victoria’s first victims of crime
commissioner. We recognised that there was a role
for an advocate, supported by the government and the
department, to be a voice for victims of crime —
someone held in high regard and acknowledged by
victims of crime as having substantial standing in the
community. With the establishment of that office just
over 12 months ago, the former government was very
pleased that Greg Davies, APM, who was known to
many Victorians as the former secretary of the Police
Association Victoria and had a distinguished career
as a police member here, agreed to take on that role,
and he has performed with great distinction. The
coalition believes he has brought great gravity to the
role and has ensured that the role of commissioner is
an important element in the support mechanisms for
victims of crime in Victoria. From my own
engagement with him I know Mr Davies is a strong
advocate for victims of crime and for the causes he
prosecutes.
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With the bill before us, which the coalition is not
opposing, the structure that established the
commissioner role and supports the consultative
committee is now enshrined in its own legislation.
This is a welcome development insofar as ensuring
the ongoing standing of the office. It gives pause to
think about whether establishing new statutory
offices is a path we need to be continuing down. I
know it has been a concern of central government,
particularly the Department of Premier and Cabinet,
that we are seeing an increasing number of statutory
offices established, but to the extent that this
legislation will ensure the ongoing operation of the
victims of crime commissioner it is a positive step,
because we believe an important mechanism has
been put in place to provide support and advocacy for
victims of crime in Victoria.
In Mr Davies we see a worthwhile candidate for that
office. He has performed his current role with great
distinction, and we consider him able to continue in
the new statutory role when it is established. It will
be a five-year appointment and by virtue of being in
statute, will provide new powers to undertake ownmotion investigations, which may, on the
recommendation of the minister and with the support
of the commissioner, be presented to Parliament.
That is a worthwhile expansion of the jurisdiction of
the commissioner.
The coalition in opposition does not oppose this
legislation. We think it is a worthwhile step in
ensuring that we have a victims of crime
commissioner into the future. We believe the office
was a good initiative of the coalition government. It
has worked well, and Mr Davies has executed his
office with distinction. We believe he would be a fine
candidate to continue in that office once its statutory
form is enacted.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
am happy to speak on the Victims of Crime
Commissioner Bill 2015. Until the 1990s the
criminal justice system largely neglected the impact
of crime on victims. This began to change with the
introduction of victim impact statements back in
1994, which have assisted the judiciary but have also
been very helpful for victims and have helped to
create more of a balance between victims’ rights and
those of the accused, as well as the introduction of
the victims charter, which was established in 2006.
The establishment of the victims of crime
commissioner and the Victims of Crime Consultative
Committee under this bill puts in statute the roles of
the consultative committee, which has been around
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for some three years now, and the victims of crime
commissioner, who has been in place for around
12 months. The commissioner is Mr Greg Davies,
who was previously the secretary of Police
Association Victoria. I have had conversations with
Mr Davies over the years in my role as Greens
spokesperson for police, and I congratulate him on
taking up the position. These two roles are put in
place to ensure that victims have a voice in the
criminal justice system and that the knowledge
gained from their experiences is used to further
improve the experience for victims of crime in the
justice system. A great example of this is Rosie
Batty, who brings much wisdom as well as
compassion and is motivated by a desire to serve and
protect the community and ensure that what
happened to her and her family does not happen to
other people.
Victims of crime need to be treated with sensitivity,
be listened to, receive full explanations of the
processes in the criminal justice system and be given
timely updates as to what is happening so as not to
exacerbate any anxiety and trauma associated with
not only the crime committed against them but their
experience in the justice system. Research shows that
victims have a wish above and beyond punishment
and compensation for respect and appreciation. If
victims of crime are left voiceless and are
retraumatised by the criminal justice system, they
will not have faith in it. That can also lead to an
under-reporting of crime.
The Greens will be supporting this legislation, but we
do have queries with regard to the victims of crime
commissioner in that the commissioner has different
powers and may not have sufficient powers or
specific legislative guidance under this bill to be as
effective as he or she can be. In New South Wales
and South Australia the commissioners have specific
powers to deal with individual complaints from
victims of crime and to use their best endeavours to
resolve those complaints. They can also request that
agencies make written apologies to victims where
there are breaches of the rights of victims under the
victims charter. We have been querying the
department about the commissioner’s powers. In the
other states there are specific legislative powers to
publish codes, guidelines and other practical
guidance; to conduct, promote and monitor training
and public awareness activities; and to provide
research on victims of crime.
This bill creates the independent victims of crime
commissioner, and the second-reading speech says
the commissioner’s focus will be:
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… on the recognition of victims of crime in the justice
system, to represent the interests of victims of crime to
government —

and I understand that to be victims of crime
collectively, not victims of crime individually —
and to promote the inclusion and participation of victims of
crime in the justice system.

The bill also formally recognises the Victims of
Crime Consultative Committee, which has existed
since 2013 and is chaired by retired Supreme Court
Justice the Honourable Bernard Teague, who was
recently appointed following the resignation of
former Supreme Court Justice the Honourable Philip
Cummins. The victims of crime commissioner will
be a five-year fixed-term appointment, and there is
the possibility of a reappointment but for no longer
than another five years.
In the second-reading speech the minister continued:
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 —

or her —
inquiries at the right issues. Where possible the
commissioner will provide advice and information to
individual victims of crime.
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.

In South Australia the commissioner can assist
victims in their dealings with prosecution authorities
and other government agencies; monitor and review
the effect of the law and court practices and
procedures on victims; and more specifically a public
agency or official must, if requested to do so by the
commissioner, consult him or her regarding steps to
further the interests of victims in general or a
particular victim or class of victims. The South
Australian commissioner also has the power to
recommend that an agency or office give a written
apology to the victim and provide a copy of that
notice of recommendation to the victim. The South
Australian commissioner must also in his or her
report specify the number of notices given by the
commissioner and the public agencies or officials to
whom notices were given during the year the report
relates to.
In New South Wales the commissioner also promotes
and oversees the implementation of the victims

charter, including publishing codes, guidelines and
other practical guidance on the implementation of the
charter; makes recommendations to assist agencies to
improve their compliance with the charter of victims
rights; receives complaints from victims of crime and
family members about alleged breaches of the
charter; tries to resolve complaints; and makes
recommendations to agencies to apologise to victims
for breaches.
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, Acting
President, I believe the member is reading from a
preprepared speech.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! I have been observing Ms Pennicuik as she
has been making her contribution. I believe she is
referring to notes, but I do not believe she is reading a
preprepared speech, so I do not uphold the point of
order.
Ms PENNICUIK — Yes, I was reading some
excerpts about the particular powers of the New
South Wales and South Australian commissioners,
which I had not committed to memory, but I am not
reading a speech. I am happy to give the notes to the
minister if he wants to look at them later so that he
can work that out for himself.
As I was saying, the functions and powers of the
commissioner in Victoria are broad and include
advocating for the recognition, inclusion and
participation of and respect for victims of crime by
government departments and bodies responsible for
conducting public prosecutions and carrying out
inquiries on systemic victims of crime matters. These
are good things, but they are very broad.
In terms of the function held by the commissioners in
New South Wales and South Australia, dealing with
individual cases and classes of cases would inform
the commissioner in identifying systemic issues and
carrying out inquiries into them. In fact it was the
President who said in this place only this Tuesday
that looking at individual cases informs consideration
of issues of a systemic nature.
I just raise as a query the differences between the
Victorian regime and the regimes in place in South
Australia and New South Wales, which are already
tried and tested. In Victoria the commissioner can
report to and advise the Attorney-General, but the
powers as outlined in this bill are much broader and
less specific than they are in the other two
jurisdictions I have mentioned which also have
commissioners in place.
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Clause 32 outlines the functions of the committee,
including: to provide a forum for victims of crime,
justice agencies and victim of crime services to
discuss improvements to policies, practices and
service delivery; to provide advice to the AttorneyGeneral regarding policies and practices and to
promote the interests of victims of crime in the
administration of the justice system; and to provide
advice on the matter referred to the committee by the
Attorney-General.
Clause 38 outlines the membership of the committee,
including the chairperson and the commissioner, the
judicial members of the committee, a legal
practitioner of the Office of Public Prosecutions
(OPP), an officer of the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria, a police officer nominated by the Chief
Commissioner of Police and other members, which
includes up to seven persons who are victims of
crime, a member representing a victims of crime
services organisation and one or more persons as
additional members. It is good to see that it is quite a
substantial consultative committee, as it will be able
to provide advice as required for the important
functions that it will be carrying out.
The Greens wrote to the minister’s advisers about
some of the issues on which we had queries,
including the commissioner’s ability to act on behalf
of individual victims and to recommend a written
apology if an agency has done the wrong thing,
which is possible in South Australia and New South
Wales, and also with regard to publishing guidelines
and other things that are specifically mentioned in the
legislation in other jurisdictions but not in the
Victorian legislation.
I thank the minister’s advisers and the department for
the responses they have sent. Regarding the written
apology, we were provided with the following
advice:
If the commissioner considers that recommending a
written apology is the appropriate response to a case, then
this specific function will allow him to do this. It is not a
formal process available under the act, but there is nothing
in the act that would prevent him —

or her —
from taking this course, or from making suggestions to
other departments, agencies and bodies as to how they
should approach a particular matter involving a victim’s
interests.

I would be happy to hear from the minister about
whether that really is the case. We also asked about
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acting on behalf of individual victims, and one of the
pieces of advice was:
The Victorian commissioner’s powers would be
complementary to those of the Ombudsman, the Director
of Public Prosecutions and the Chief Commissioner of
Police, as well as other bodies, like IBAC. Parliament
intends that the commission in carrying out an inquiry
should liaise with other investigative authorities, official
bodies and statutory officers to … facilitate the
coordination and expedition of inquiries that are to be
separately conducted by different authorities, bodies or
officers.

We were also advised that:
We do not want individual court cases to be delayed or
extended by adding another party to that case. Our
intention is that the commissioner will concentrate his
resources on work that can benefit all victims by
addressing systemic failures in the criminal justice system.

I thank the department and the minister for getting
back to me on those issues, but I am still left with a
question regarding the difference between victims
being able to be represented or being assisted more
closely by the commissioner — who is the
commissioner for victims of crime — and their
having to go back to the OPP, to the Ombudsman or
to another officer of the Parliament, another statutory
officer, when one would think this officer has been
set up to do that job. I remain concerned about the
answer that other officers or agencies will be picking
up that job, when it seems to me that the
commissioner has the right role to be doing that job.
As I said, if the victims of crime commissioner were
involved in those cases, as they can be in the other
jurisdictions, it would inform their role in terms of
looking at systemic issues.
Those are the main queries the Greens have about the
establishment of the victims of crime commissioner
in Victoria. I end by saying that a lot still needs to be
done in educating the judiciary and even the medical
profession, which could do with some education
about how to deal with victims of crime from a health
perspective. People who work in the community
legal system feed back to us that victims of crime can
find dealing with the health professions and the
judicial system very traumatic. Through the whole
system that deals with people who have been through
these traumatic experiences, we can still do better.
I finish by saying that the government could monitor
whether the provisions it has put in place are working
over the years. Perhaps it could look at the models
that exist in other states to see whether, as we
experience the ongoing roles of the commissioner
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and the consultative committee, more specific powers
need to be added.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — It is with
great pleasure that I rise this afternoon to speak on
the Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015. The
bill before us is a fairly simple bill; however, its
simplicity does not take away from its importance.
The key to today’s debate is an acknowledgement
that we can never, ever do enough in terms of making
sure that the voices of victims of crime are heard,
listened to and incorporated into the justice system.
This bill builds on work that has been done over the
years, and I acknowledge the work that was done by
the previous government as well. It is important in
talking to this bill that we acknowledge that it is
about not just victims of crime but their actual
experiences. It is not looking just at crime figures and
statistics but also at the ability of victims of crime to
engage with the system. It is for us to not just learn
from their experiences but also to hear from them
about the repercussions of what has happened to
them and their families not just at the time but as the
years go by and for us to understand what other
services need to be provided to assist and support
those who have suffered and endured great
disadvantage as well as injustice.
The bill provides the government with a more
humane approach to policy and program
development in making sure that those who have
been at the coalface of crime are not just afforded an
opportunity to talk but are also active participants in
making sure that we have a more humane approach
to the issue of crime and its impact on individuals,
families and the community.
This bill enshrines the voices of victims of crime in
law through the victims of crime commissioner.
Victims of crimes are put at the centre of our
thinking, ensuring their recognition in the justice
system. The commissioner will represent the interests
of victims as an independent voice when dealing with
government as well as promote the inclusion and
participation of victims in the justice system. It is
important to note that the previous government was
responsible for setting up the role of the victims of
crime commissioner that serves Victoria today.
Mr Greg Davies, APM, was the inaugural victims of
crime commissioner, and I take this opportunity to
recognise and thank Mr Davies for fulfilling this
important role. Mr Davies has had a long and
distinguished career in the criminal justice system
and is an excellent advocate for victims of crime.

However, the previous government did not give the
commissioner or indeed the Victims of Crime
Consultative Committee any real formal functions or
purpose, and today this government is attempting to
address this issue.
This bill seeks to provide some structure to the role
within a legislative framework, with clearly stated
functions and powers. The bill also recognises the
Victims of Crime Consultative Committee, which
has existed since 2013. The committee is made up of
victims of crime as well as representatives of the
court and legal system, and it will provide the
Attorney-General with advice on the improvement of
the criminal justice system.
The bill will also ensure that the committee endures
beyond changes of policy and government. The
committee retains a high-level membership,
including judicial representatives. The representatives
of victims of crime will change every two years to
ensure a broad representation of victims, and the
members of the committee are bound by
confidentiality provisions. Victim representatives on
the committee have non-renewable two-year terms to
ensure the turnover of those positions and therefore
the representation of the widest possible range of
views from within the community.
The Andrews government recently appointed retired
Supreme Court Justice Bernard Teague, AO, as the
chair of the committee. As a former Supreme Court
judge, former member of the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria and chair of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission, he 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. I wish Justice
Teague the very best in his new role.
The first chairperson of the committee was Justice
Philip Cummins, MA, a former judge of the Supreme
Court of Victoria and the current chair of the
Victorian Law Reform Commission. Justice
Cummins did a fine job as the inaugural chair, and I
thank him for his service.
This government has introduced this bill into the
Parliament because it is committed to doing whatever
it can to improve the criminal justice system. We
have shown that through a number of pieces of
legislation that have come before the house — for
example, the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015,
which was recently debated in this place — and the
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government’s initiative of the Royal Commission
into Family Violence.
The state government also supports the Victims
Support Agency, which administers the statewide
victims of crime helpline and funds a network of
local support services under the victims assistance
program, otherwise known as VAP. The helpline
operates from 8.00 a.m. to 11.00 p.m. seven days a
week, including public holidays, and is a gateway to
the victims service system. Helpline staff provide and
facilitate referrals for victims to relevant services for
ongoing support. The Department of Justice and
Regulation also has a victims of crime website,
which provides comprehensive information for
victims on the support services that are available to
victims of crime and on all aspects of the criminal
justice process. This includes the investigation
process, the court process and of course victim
impact statements. In 2014–15 the website had over
130 000 visits.
The Bracks and Brumby Labor governments were
also strong in their actions on criminal justice and
victim support with such initiatives as the
introduction of the Victims’ Charter Act 2006,
among many others. And the government will
continue to work hard to improve the criminal justice
system, particularly those mechanisms that enable the
voices of victims to be heard at the table.
The participation of victims in the criminal justice
system undoubtedly leads to a stronger and, I would
say, a fairer criminal justice system. To meet the
needs of victims we must hear and understand their
experiences. Victims have had firsthand knowledge
of where the gaps are. Whether that be a lack of
services for a particular type of crime area or the lack
of services for non-English-speaking communities,
when services such as these do not exist, it may lead
to victims not reporting the crime at all — meaning
there is no statistic. However, when the victim’s
voice has a chance to be heard, agencies such as the
victims of crime commissioner and its consultative
committee can advise governments on these gaps in
the system. Victoria’s victims of crime commissioner
and the legislative framework that this bill introduces
is an effective way of giving victims a voice. It is the
agency that is there specifically for victims, and in
turn it will understand their practical needs but also
the barriers they experience to having their voice
heard. Numerous studies from around the world
clearly state that the victim has an important role to
play in the justice system. As a government, it is our
job to ensure that this voice is heard.
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However, the commission is not just a voice to
government for victims; it also carries out very
important education work in the community. Over
the last two years victim representatives on the
committee have participated in community education
forums held during Law Week in May and at
regional forums in Traralgon, Shepparton,
Broadmeadows and Geelong, which is in my
electorate. Victim representatives on the committee
have also recently participated in a film to help other
families deal with the loss and grief that follows the
death of a loved one as a result of an act of violence.
This film is a moving account of their own
experiences and journeys that will also be used by
Victoria Police in training police members, by the
Office of Public Prosecutions in educating
prosecutors and potentially by the Judicial College of
Victoria in educating judges.
In concluding, as is the case with the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, the Andrews
Labor government is a government that wants to hear
from everyone affected by crime in our state so it can
create a system that minimises its frequency and
impact as much as possible. The victims of crime
commissioner, Victoria Police and the Office of
Public Prosecutions were consulted during the
development of this bill and have certainly indicated
their support. I take this opportunity to thank all those
who were involved in the commission to date and
wish them the very best in their important work into
the future. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) — As I have
told everyone from time to time, I have been a
policeman and I have seen a lot of criminals, but I
have also seen a lot of victims of crime. For a lot of
years I have felt that they have been completely and
totally underrepresented. From my perspective, the
courts really do not do justice to victims of crime, so
anything that can be done to help them has to be a
positive step. We may talk about rehabilitation, we
may talk about punishment and justice, but in the end
there is a victim or the family of a victim, as the case
may be. The Shooters and Fishers Party will be
supporting this bill, and I commend it to the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to contribute to the debate on the Victims of
Crime Commissioner Bill 2015. Too often innocent
people in our community are injured or terrorised by
criminals. In the past, once victims of crime had
given their evidence, they were largely ignored.
Today this is no longer the case. The bill seeks to
build on the previous achievements of the Victims of
Crime Assistance Act 1996 and the Victims’ Charter

VICTIMS OF CRIME COMMISSIONER BILL 2015
Thursday, 22 October 2015

COUNCIL

Act 2006. Both these pieces of legislation were
enacted to provide a legal mechanism which takes
into account the interests of victims of crime. The bill
goes even further, because it actually provides a
voice and a designated commissioner. The Andrews
Labor government is dedicated to minimising the
harm suffered by victims of crime and is committed
to doing whatever it can to improve their experience
within the criminal justice system. The victims of
crime commissioner is an independent voice
advocating for victims of crime in their dealings with
the criminal justice system and government agencies.
This bill formalises the role of the independent
commissioner with clearly stated functions and
powers. The Victims of Crime Consultative
Committee was established in 2013 and comprises
the legal system, representatives of the court and
victims of crime. Importantly the bill ensures that the
Victims of Crime Consultative Committee will
continue to provide victims with the opportunity to
be heard by government and within the criminal
justice system.
The victims of crime commissioner has extensive,
meaningful powers enshrined in the bill, and this will
ensure that justice is the prevailing tenet of the
operation of this important office. I would like to
make mention of Victoria’s inaugural victims of
crime commissioner, Greg Davies, who was
appointed to the position by the previous
government. He has done a tremendous job, given
that the previous government chose not to give the
role any formal functions or purpose.
The bill before us gives the commissioner a full set of
functioning teeth. It also includes the capacity for the
commissioner to refer particular cases to the
Ombudsman, the Chief Commissioner of Police or
the Director of Public Prosecutions. In addition the
commissioner will be able to comment on any issue
of concern to victims that he considers is worthy of
inquiry. The commissioner will identify and inquire
into problems in the system and report his findings to
the Attorney-General.
In conclusion, the Victims of Crime Consultative
Committee will operate and comprise not only justice
professionals but up to seven victims of crime
representatives. This bill will put in place a
meaningful mechanism to address important issues
identified by ordinary men and women who have
suffered harm and hurt at the hands of criminals. I
commend the bill to the house.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, Acting President, for the opportunity this
afternoon to speak to the Victims of Crime
Commissioner Bill 2015. The position of the state
opposition is not to oppose this bill. Those are
generally the words used in a matter such as this, but
I will say not only that the coalition does not oppose
the bill but also that I support it. It establishes in
legislation the victims of crime commissioner and the
Victims of Crime Consultative Committee, both
initiatives of the former government.
The victims of crime commissioner is a very
important advocate for and representative of victims
of crime in their dealings with government and
government agencies within the wider community.
The role of the commissioner is to ensure that the
rights and needs of victims are both respected and
recognised across government agencies and those
support services that support victims of crime, to
ensure that victims are able to access the appropriate
support and advice they need and also to give them
some advice on how the justice system works,
because that has been a problem and a worry for
those affected by crime. I will talk about that in a
moment.
The bill grants the commissioner a wider range of
powers to initiate own-motion investigations into
systemic victims of crime matters, to access relevant
records where appropriate and also to report findings
to the Parliament. There is also a Victims of Crime
Consultative Committee, which brings together
representatives of victims, courts, police, the Office
of Public Prosecutions and the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria. That provides an opportunity for victims of
crime to have their say, to inform others of what is
important to them, to make sure that we continue our
evolution in making this process better each time and
to identify ways in which the justice system can
allow itself to work better for victims of crime. The
committee was another initiative of the previous
coalition government, and we are really pleased to
see that the current government, with a positive
bipartisan approach, supports it as well.
These reforms and initiatives are part of a broader
suite of reforms achieved by the coalition, including
the creation of a dedicated position on the board of
the Sentencing Advisory Council for a member with
frontline victim support experience, extending the
hours of operation of the victims of crime helpline,
providing funding for additional victims —
6000 victims a year — to receive the support they
need and major sentencing and parole reforms that
protect victims and do something about reoffending.
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Having been a member of the coalition when it was
in government, I am proud of our achievements for
victims of crime, and I view them as an important
part of the significant legacy of our time in
government. Given that we started these reforms, I
am pleased to see that they are continuing to get
support from the current government.
Others have chosen to go through the elements of the
bill. I choose not to do that today, other than to now
speak from the perspective of someone who has been
deeply, seriously involved in a crime where the
victims needed support. In 2005, on the Mornington
Peninsula, my uncle, a great man whom I admired,
respected and loved, was murdered in his own home.
He was stabbed 31 times by a drug-affected person
who broke into the home for who knows what
reason. He found my 72-year-old uncle sitting in his
chair watching TV, and he stabbed him 31 times and
killed him. My cousin was in her bedroom at the
time. She was relatively young because she was the
product of his second marriage. She heard her father
groaning and screaming in the family room, and she
went to assist him because she thought he was having
some sort of health issue. She discovered her father
dead on the ground, stabbed 31 times.
That presents a whole lot of issues. I choose not to go
into the matters around why it happened or those
concerning the offender, who was subsequently
jailed; that is traumatic enough on its own. But one of
the hardest bits is knowing what to do next, because
there is a police investigation, a coroner’s report and
a whole lot of other stuff. As a family we were a bit
at odds as to what to do. Who was standing up for us,
particularly my cousin, as victims of this crime?
Trying to find your way through the labyrinth of the
legal system, the coronial system, police and medical
advice is just really difficult. That trauma still exists
in our family today. It is a hurt that we will never get
over. There are a whole lot of medical issues
associated with people who needed support post this
tragedy. Having a victims of crime commissioner
who has the capacity to look after victims is an
important part of the development of Victoria. We
needed it. We did not know how to go about this. My
cousin would turn up in court for the hearings not
knowing how to go about this. What do we do? Who
do we see? Who do we speak to? How do you access
support services?
People think victims of crime are all about getting
some money, but that is nothing compared to the
tragedy that my family went through. What we need
are support services and a way to navigate our way
through all the services that are potentially available
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to us. The lawyers move in to try to either prosecute
or defend the defendant, and that becomes the story.
It takes the spotlight and becomes the focus, but
beyond that there are a whole lot of people who are
affected by the tragedy, and who is standing up for
them? Who is giving them the help and support they
need? That is why this bill is important to the
evolution of Victoria, and I commend it to the house.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I am
honoured to make a contribution to the debate on the
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015. No-one
ever asks to be a victim of crime, and yet in
becoming one, these unfortunate people are
inadvertently thrown into the new, complicated and
overwhelming world that is our criminal justice
system. In most cases they are traumatised and
suffering. For many it will be the first dealings they
have had with police, courts, lawyers and the
complex and lengthy processes that this can entail.
Even the language can seem foreign. Even as a law
graduate I find that much of the language is foreign.
In fact much of it still is, when you look at the Latin
terms that remain in our system.
There is no one-size-fits-all description of a victim of
crime. The term encompasses a range of tragic
scenarios, from those who are injured or die because
of violent crime, those who are injured by witnessing
violent crime, parents who suffer because their child
is a victim of violent crime to family members of
those who are connected with or are witnesses to
violent crime. For years the voices of these victims
were barely audible — just a whisper — and as such
their needs were rarely met and their insights and
calls for reform took a long time to be recognised.
Too often they were left to find their own way
through the system — a judicial maze — and
expected to come out the other side fully intact and
functioning, and there is a cruelty in this.
It was my old boss, former Attorney-General Rob
Hulls, who initiated the process of putting victims
first when he introduced the Victims’ Charter Act
2006. This finally provided for the rights of victims
in relation to matters concerning the justice system. I
was proud to be part of a government that made so
much reform during the Brumby and Bracks era. I
was a justice adviser during that period, and some of
my memories of that time are of dealing with a lot of
victims and having to sit and listen to parents who
lost their children through violent crime. You do not
ever get a meeting with Mr Halvagis out of your
head, so it is something I am passionate about, and
any improvements we can make to the lives of
victims and those who still suffer because of a crime
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committed recently or in the past are to be supported.
I am proud to be part of a government that is now
building on that legacy.
I note that the initiative for the commissioner came
from the previous government, and I am happy to say
there is bipartisan support on this front for victims of
crime. I also commend the previous government for
its decision to appoint Greg Davies as the inaugural
victims of crime commissioner. However, as we
know, there were no formal functions or purpose
assigned to the role, so the legislation before us today
picks up where things left off.
The bill formalises the role and establishes the
victims of crime commissioner as a Governor in
Council appointment with clearly stated powers and
functions. The bill seeks to provide much-needed
structure to the role within a legislative framework
that will reinforce and provide rigour to the
commissioner’s capacity to act as an independent
voice advocating for victims of crime. The bill
enables the commissioner to focus on ensuring that
victims of crime are recognised within the justice
system, not just as observers but as participants who
need to be protected, recognised, acknowledged and
supported. The commissioner will first listen to the
experiences and problems of victims and then have
the ability to inquire into and report on a range of
systemic issues across the justice system that affect
victims.
The bill also enables the commissioner to represent
the interests of victims when dealing with
government and promoting the inclusion and
participation of victims in the justice system with
absolute independence. The bill provides for the
commissioner to comment on any issue of concern to
victims that he considers worthy of inquiry, and he
will then conduct such an inquiry into problems in
the system and report his findings to the AttorneyGeneral. The commissioner will also have the power
to refer particular cases to the Ombudsman, the Chief
Commissioner of Police or the Director of Public
Prosecutions. We are a government not afraid to
empower experts with the ability to independently
analyse and critique our systems and processes to
drive better outcomes and necessary improvements.
At this time I acknowledge the Victims Support
Agency. I had a fair bit to do with the agency in a
past life, and although I am happy to see that an
independent commissioner has been appointed, the
work the Victims Support Agency does now and has
done in the past cannot go without comment.

The bill ensures that the Victims of Crime
Consultative Committee will continue to provide
victims with the opportunity to be heard by
government and within the criminal justice system.
The bill ensures a robust structure, good governance
and transparency in the running of the committee by
prescribing that the committee endures beyond
changes of policy and government; that it retains a
high-level membership, including judicial
representatives; that the representatives of victims of
crime change every two years, ensuring a broad
representation of victims; and that the members of
the committee are bound by confidentiality
provisions. We recently appointed retired Supreme
Court justice Bernard Teague, AO, as the chair of the
committee, and I congratulate him on his
appointment. I have the upmost confidence that he
will fulfil his duties with the professionalism and skill
for which he is renowned.
Like the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015
and the Royal Commission into Family Violence,
this bill is yet another piece of the work the Andrews
Labor government is undertaking to protect the
vulnerable, strengthen the weak, support the needy
and empower communities and individuals to be
stronger and safer. We are listening, we are
encouraging voices to be heard and through this bill
we are acting. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise this
afternoon to add to those from all sides of the house
who have spoken before me in support of the Victims
of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015. At the outset I
acknowledge the considerable work that has gone
into bringing us to this point whereby the roles,
functions and responsibilities of that office are
formalised and codified, thus adding to the suite of
reforms and the enormous body of work that has
gone into addressing the position in which victims
find themselves, into assisting them and their families
and into enabling people to move on from the often
significant trauma that is sustained as a consequence
of criminal activity.
As previous speakers have indicated, victims of
crime were previously at the edges of the justice
system. The administration of justice was inherently
geared towards understanding who a perpetrator was
and how a crime had been committed, establishing
responsibility to the satisfaction of the relevant
burden of proof — criminal and potentially civil
responsibility — and then from there moving on to
apply a sanction, whether that involved an indictable
offence that led to jail time or some other offence and
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penalty. We have come a long way since then in
relation to understanding the effects of crime. We
have come a long way from leaving victims to clean
up their own crime scenes without providing them
with assistance. We have come a long way from the
point at which victims were left to pick up the pieces
of their lives and to clean up the mess that the actions
of one or a number of other people had caused.
This bill effectively guarantees that the good work
undertaken by Greg Davies, the inaugural victims of
crime commissioner, will continue and that it will
involve as an important cornerstone of this work a
formal consideration of the systemic issues that
underpin victims of crime considerations and matters.
The Attorney-General may then be in a position to
receive reports on any systemic victim of crime
matter, and indeed the independent office of the
commissioner will be able to advise the AttorneyGeneral and government departments about
improvements to the justice system to meet the needs
of victims of crime. In that sense perspective is
everything, because the justice system comes to the
issue of crime, criminal activity and criminal
responsibility from a very different perspective to
that brought by victims.
As Ms Pennicuik indicated in her contribution,
victims of crime impact statements were a really
significant step forward because they include victims
in a process — they involve victims’ active
participation in the right and the capacity to tell their
stories. In the telling begins the healing, and in the
telling and the listening begins the acknowledgement
of pain. As Mr Ondarchie said in his contribution,
victims of crime are not necessarily after financial
assistance — in the instance he outlined it was the
last thing on the minds of those who were affected.
Financial assistance may be a relevant part of the
reparation required, and that is a necessary and
important component of making sure that victims and
their rights and lives are considered valuable in the
matrix of the broader administration of justice.
However, while the work of the excellent Victims of
Crime Assistance Tribunal, building on the Crimes
Compensation Tribunal’s jurisdiction, continues, it is
also important to acknowledge that the role of an
independent office-holder, such as the commissioner
in this instance, whose office is being consolidated by
the passage of this bill, will indeed enable other
systemic factors and considerations to come into
play.
As a central point of contact for victims who have
experienced difficulties or confusion in dealing with
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the criminal justice system and also with government,
this particular independent office will enable those
voices to be consolidated and will enable themes to
be developed around the areas of confusion, around
the language, around the alienation, around the
disenfranchisement and around the needs and
priorities of victims in the period not immediately
after a crime but going forward, to make sure that in
the long term trauma is not further embedded but
rather has somewhere to go to be addressed and
released to enable healing to occur. In that regard I
will say a few things about the way proactively
addressing the victims of crime and the consequences
of the issues which have previously, I think, often
been left to be dealt with by the individual or
individuals concerned may indeed prove very
positive and valuable in reducing or removing the
risks that victims themselves may become
perpetrators.
It is an important point to note that in addressing the
anger, in addressing the rage, in addressing the shame
and in addressing the enormous grief of victims those
emotions then cease to become the driving force that
may otherwise, under certain circumstances but not
under others, lead to conduct resulting directly from
the crime committed against those people whereby
they become perpetrators. This is an important part of
the way we approach the effective administration of
justice.
It builds upon the idea that we need to invest in
people not only in terms of their health and wellbeing
when things are good but also in terms of their health,
wellbeing and security when things are bad. When
people are struggling, when they need and deserve
assistance, it is an independent office such as this one
that will provide enormous value and key insights
into the way the system deals with victims of crime,
which will enable people to have the best possible
chance of moving on after becoming victims of the
crimes of another. With those comments I commend
the bill to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — In summing up, I thank all speakers.
Clearly this is an issue of law but also one of
compassion and justice. I think the debate today
really highlighted those three points. I am sure it was
a debate that was well listened to and well
understood, and one that was well appreciated by
those who have suffered from crimes against them,
the impacts of which may have had a devastating
effect on their lives.
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I will not go into the details of the bill; that has been
done many times before. I will respond to some
concerns raised by Ms Pennicuik. Whilst I dare say I
probably cannot answer all of her concerns in detail, I
would like to comment on the issues she raised about
differences between the Victorian legislation and
framework and that of South Australia and New
South Wales.
It is fair to say that in general whilst New South
Wales and South Australia have models, they have
different operating structures and different powers
and responsibilities, as does each and every state that
has this or similar legislation in place, in response to
the peculiar circumstances the states find themselves
in on this issue of justice for victims of crime. In
Victoria the commissioner will be able to
recommend an apology where appropriate. As
previously advised, it is not a formal process. There
is nothing in the act about it, but there is also nothing
in the act to prevent it. I am sure the commissioner
will do that where appropriate.
Victoria does not want to duplicate powers already
available in other parts of our criminal justice system.
I know there are differences of opinion around this,
but that is why the victims of crime commissioner
will refer victims to existing services that are best
placed to assist individual victims — it could be to
the victims assistance program, the Victims of Crime
Assistance Tribunal or wherever is relevant.
Different states have different facilities and agencies
already in place, and we believe that in this case a
referral to those existing Victorian agencies is the
best way to go rather than to duplicating powers. We
think the commissioner should focus primarily on
systemic issues, which will benefit all victims of
crime, and leave some of the more individual actions
to those agencies already in place. We believe that
over time this will maximise the benefits to victims
of crime because we can have a more systemic look
at it.
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appropriately assisted and supported. I think it is
important that we do that for all legislation,
particularly this legislation. If change is needed, we
will bring more legislation to the Parliament. With
that, I commend the bill and wish it a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ADOPTION AMENDMENT (ADOPTION
BY SAME-SEX COUPLES) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Ms PULFORD (Minister for
Agriculture) on motion of Mr Herbert; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture),
Mr Herbert 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 Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by
Same-Sex Couples) 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

We have chosen this particular model — as I said, in
each state there are different models — because we
think it suits our jurisdiction best. On the issue of
whether it will or will not work, in the short time I
have been representing the Attorney-General in this
chamber I have become aware that this area of
lawmaking is a constantly moving feast as
governments continually seek to improve legislative
frameworks. Undoubtedly this will not be the end of
this matter; it is the beginning, not the end.
The government’s view is that we will monitor how
the role is going forward in ensuring that victims are

The Adoption Act 1984 (Adoption Act) currently
discriminates against same-sex couples based on their
marital status and sexual orientation by only permitting
couples in heterosexual relationships to make a joint
application to adopt, and against couples in which either
partner does not identify as a specific gender. The
Adoption Act also discriminates against children in samesex families based on the gender identity, marital status
and sexual orientation of their family members by
preventing them from being adopted by those family
members.
The purpose of the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by
Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015 is to remove discrimination
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against same-sex couples and children in relation to
adoption.
Clause 7 of the bill amends section 11 of the Adoption Act
to allow partners in a domestic relationship, regardless of
the sex or gender identity of the partners, to have adoption
orders made in their favour.
Clause 17 of the bill inserts a new section 82(3) in to part 5
of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 (EO act) to remove the
exception to the prohibition to discriminate in relation to
religious bodies providing adoption services.
Human rights issues
Equality before the law
The bill promotes section 8 of the charter, which provides
that every person has the right to enjoy their human rights
without discrimination, is equal before the law and is
entitled to the equal protection of the law without
discrimination and has the right to equal and effective
protection against discrimination.
The Adoption Act currently uses gender-specific
terminology and definitions with the effect that only a
married couple or a ‘man and a woman’ in a de facto
relationship are eligible to adopt a child in Victoria. This
excludes the following categories of people from adopting:
(a) same-sex couple applicants, or couple applicants where
one or both partners do not identify as a specific gender;
and (b) step-parent applicants, who are in same-sex
relationships with the parent of the child, or are in
relationships where either partner does not identify as a
specific gender.
The bill will remove discrimination against couples in
these categories by ensuring that they are eligible to adopt
on the same basis as heterosexual couples.
Protection of families and children
Section 17 of the charter provides that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected, and that every child has the right, without
discrimination, to such protection as is in his or her best
interests.
In my view, the bill will promote the protection of families
and children by removing discrimination that currently
prevents same-sex step-parents and long-term carers to
adopt on the same basis as heterosexual couples.
Consistent with the current provisions of the Adoption Act,
prior to adopting, a couple must be in: (a) a marriage or a
registered domestic relationship for at least two years
before adopting; or (b) in the case of unregistered domestic
relationships, to have been living with their partner for at
least two years.
The best interests of the child will continue to be regarded
as the paramount consideration in adoption decisions in
accordance with section 9 of the Adoption Act.
Freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief
Clause 17 inserts a new section 82(3) of the EO act to
provide that the prohibition on discrimination, contained in
part 4 of the EO act, applies to anything done by a religious
body in the provision of adoption services, despite the
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‘religious bodies exception’ contained in section 82(2).
Clause 17 does not alter the religious exception in
section 84 of the EO act, which applies to individuals.
The bill’s exclusion of the ‘religious bodies exception’ in
the EO act from applying to adoption services will prevent
faith-based adoption service providers from discriminating
against same-sex couples in the provision of adoption
services. Although the right to freedom of religion and
belief under section 14 of the charter may appear relevant,
section 6(1) of the charter makes clear that only persons
have human rights. As religious bodies are organisations,
not persons, in my view clause 17 does not limit any
human rights protected by the charter.
In any case, to the extent that the bill may limit rights, I am
of the view that any limits on the freedom of religion and
belief of faith-based adoption service providers need to be
balanced against the impact of the current discriminatory
adoption policy. The continuation of a policy that permits
adoption providers to discriminate against people on the
basis of their gender identity, marital status and sexual
orientation, or that of their parents, limits the rights of
same-sex couples and children in same-sex families to
equality before the law under section 8 of the charter.
Approved adoption agencies, whether faith-based or
secular, are providing services on behalf of the government
and these services are essentially secular services that
should be available to all members of the public.
Further, the current legislation limits the right of families
and children to be protected by the state, and in particular
children have such protection as is in their best interests.
An adoption policy that allows for discrimination may
deprive children already living with same-sex step-parents
and caregivers of the right to formalise that care
arrangement through adoption and may result in children
missing out on the opportunity to be placed with the most
suitable adoptive parents.
In my view, there is no less restrictive means available of
removing discrimination against same-sex couples and
children in same-sex families. Retaining the religious
exception for adoption services would fundamentally
undermine the intended aim of the bill, which is to remove
discrimination against same-sex and gender diverse
couples in accessing adoption services.
I therefore consider clause 17 to be compatible with the
charter.
The Hon. Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Regional Development

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
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Incorporated speech as follows:
The government is committed to putting equality back on
the agenda, particularly for lesbian, gay, bisexual,
transgender and intersex — LGBTI — Victorians. This
government aims to create an inclusive Victoria as we
strive for equity, fairness and decency in our community.
The Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015 is just one part of the government’s
broader equality agenda.
A person’s sexual orientation is distinct from their capacity
to be a loving and caring parent. By restricting the pool of
eligible adoption applicants, a child in need may
potentially be deprived of the opportunity to be placed with
the most suitable carers.
The Victorian government has a vision of a community
where children in same-sex families suffer no harms
because of discriminatory attitudes and behaviours from
their peers at school or in any other part of their lives.
Righting the wrong of excluding same-sex families from
adoption will help achieve that vision.
The bill implements the government’s pre-election
commitment to review the Adoption Act 1984 with a view
to legalising same-sex adoption and removing
discrimination against same-sex couples and their children
in relation to both known-parent adoption (where an
existing relationship exists between child and adoptive
parent) and adoption in general.
Currently, the Adoption Act 1984 only permits couples in
heterosexual relationships to make a joint application to
adopt and excludes known-parent adoptions in same-sex
families.
By relying on gender-specific terminology and definitions
(for example, the use of ‘a man and a woman’ in the
definition of ‘de facto relationship’), the Adoption Act
1984 currently excludes the following categories of people
from adopting: same-sex couple applicants, or couple
applicants where one or both partners do not identify as a
specific gender; and step-parent applicants, who are in
same-sex relationships with the parent of the child, or are
in relationships where either partner does not identify as a
specific gender.
Section 9 of the Adoption Act 1984 states that in the
administration of the act, the welfare and interests of the
child shall be regarded as the paramount consideration.
This remains the most important consideration and will
continue to apply under the proposed amendments, as will
existing safeguards such as the requirement that applicants
are ‘fit and proper’ persons.
It is clear that the time has come to update our laws to
reflect our diverse society and to ensure that same-sex
families and most importantly the children within them are
not disadvantaged. It is what the majority of our Victorian
community expects.
In 2007, the Victorian Law Reform Commission released
its final report on assisted reproductive technology and
adoption (VLRC report). The VLRC report recommended
that the eligibility criteria in the Adoption Act be expanded
to permit same-sex couples to adopt in the same
circumstances as heterosexual couples.
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Eamonn Moran, PSM, QC, was commissioned to conduct
a review into the legislative changes required to permit
adoption by same-sex couples under Victorian law.
In accordance with the recommendations of the review, the
bill will amend the Adoption Act 1984 to substitute the
gender-neutral ‘person’ for references to a man and a
woman.
Consistent with review recommendations and comparable
legislation in other jurisdictions the proposed amendments
will allow for adoption by same-sex couples, and where
one or both members of the couple do not identify as a
specific gender. The bill will do this by reflecting
terminology used in the Relationships Act 2008. This
means that the term ‘de facto relationship’ will be replaced
with the inclusive term ‘domestic relationship’. Also the
term ‘registered domestic relationship’ will be introduced.
A registered domestic relationship, which may be entered
into by same-sex couples, will have the same status as a
married relationship for the purposes of the Adoption Act.
Consistent with the current requirements of the Adoption
Act, prior to adopting, a couple must be in a marriage or a
registered domestic relationship for at least two years
before adopting, or in the case of unregistered domestic
relationships, to have been living with their partner for at
least two years.
The bill will also amend the religious exceptions in the
Equal Opportunity Act 2010 to exclude their application to
adoption services. The effect of this will be that a faithbased adoption agency will not be able to rely on a
religious defence to discrimination in the provision of
adoption services. This is to ensure that neither same-sex
couples, nor children, are unfairly discriminated against in
the provision of adoption services. The state is required to
act in a non-discriminatory way as a secular provider of
services and cannot rely on a religious defence when
providing public services. Access to adoption services
should be provided equitably, with the welfare and
interests of the child concerned to be the paramount
consideration.
This bill will help to provide a fair and inclusive Victorian
society that stands up for human rights, confronts
discrimination and respects diversity.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 29 October.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for
Families and Children) on motion of Mr Herbert;
by leave, ordered to be read second time
forthwith.
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Statement of compatibility
For Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children), Mr Herbert 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 act), I
make this statement of compatibility with respect to the
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Aboriginal
Principal Officers) Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in
this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 (the act) to make further provision
in relation to the authorisation of a principal officer of an
Aboriginal agency.
Human rights issues
The following rights under the charter act are potentially
relevant to the bill: the right to privacy (section 13) and
cultural rights (section 19).
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has
the right not to have his or her privacy or family unlawfully
or arbitrarily interfered with. The right to privacy is
relevant to information-sharing provisions in the bill.
The bill inserts new section 18(2A) into the act, which
enables the Secretary to the Department of Health and
Human Services to share information with the Aboriginal
agency and the principal officer that is reasonably
necessary to assist the Aboriginal agency and the principal
officer to make an informed decision about whether to
agree to an authorisation. New section 18C permits the
secretary to disclose information to the principal officer
that would otherwise be prohibited from disclosure under
the act.
Any interference with a person’s privacy resulting from the
above provisions will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
The purpose of these provisions is to enable the Aboriginal
agency and the principal officer to determine whether to
accept an authorisation; and to enable the principal officer
to perform the functions and exercise the powers in respect
of an Aboriginal child that the secretary would otherwise
perform and exercise for the child’s protection.
Information disclosed under section 18(2A) is prohibited
from being disclosed for any secondary purpose by new
section 18D, which is a penalty provision. Once an
authorisation is made, the principal officer is bound by the
existing confidentiality provisions in the act under existing
section 18(5).
I consider that any interference with privacy occasioned by
the sharing of personal information in connection with the
authorisation of a principal officer of an Aboriginal
agency, will be lawful and not arbitrary. Having regard to
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the circumstances in which information may be shared and
the safeguards imposed, I conclude that the informationsharing provisions in the bill are compatible with the right
to privacy.
Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter act provides for the right to
enjoyment of culture, and that Aboriginal persons hold
distinct cultural rights and must not be denied the right to
enjoy their identity and culture and to maintain their
kinship ties, amongst other rights.
The bill promotes the distinct cultural rights of Aboriginal
persons by addressing limitations that currently impede
authorisations to a principal officer of an Aboriginal
agency under section 18 of the act. Authorisations under
section 18 will support self-determination and the delivery
of a culturally appropriate service, by allowing a principal
officer to perform specified functions and powers in
respect of an Aboriginal child on a child protection order.
New section 18B provides the principal officer with the
power to delegate to a person or class of persons employed
by the Aboriginal agency. The internal review provisions
of the act are amended to allow for review of child
protection decisions under an authorisation in the
Aboriginal agency, rather than in the department.
New section 18A allows an acting principal officer to
perform the functions and exercise powers specified in an
authorisation, even if the person is not an Aboriginal
person. This is needed to minimise disruption to the child
which may result if the principal officer is unable to
perform the functions of his or her office and the
authorisation was required to be revoked for that reason.
Accordingly, I conclude that the provisions of the bill are
compatible with cultural rights.
Jenny Mikakos, MP
Minister for Families and Children

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill, to amend the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005, is an example of the Labor government’s intentions
to support Aboriginal children and families by ensuring
that Aboriginal children subject to Children’s Court orders
remain connected to their community and culture.
There is a significant over-representation of Aboriginal
children in the Victorian child protection system. Whilst
Aboriginal children and young people make up 1.6 per
cent of the Victorian population, they constitute over
16 per cent of children and young people on care and
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protection orders. The Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable
Children Inquiry, led by Judge Philip Cummins,
recommended in 2012 that a major system reform goal
should be to ‘plan for practical self-determination for
guardianship of Aboriginal children in out-of-home care
and culturally competent service delivery’.

I want to assure the house that the implementation process
will be managed with great care, and these issues will be
approached sensitively. For section 18 authorisations to
happen both the board of an Aboriginal agency and the
Aboriginal principal officer need to agree to accept the
authorisation.

The outcomes for vulnerable Aboriginal children are
generally poorer than for other children, and it is important
that government and the broader community develop new
and innovative responses to address the needs of
Aboriginal children in Victoria.

This bill will clarify the meaning of the term ‘principal
officer’, which will be defined as the chief executive
officer, or equivalent, of an Aboriginal agency. This is the
position most similar to the position of secretary in the
department — the person employed as the head of the
organisation.

Section 18 was included in the Children, Youth and
Families Act in 2005. The provision was included to
empower Aboriginal agencies to have responsibility for the
care and protection of Aboriginal children subject to
protection orders. It was envisaged that a phased and
planned approach would be followed, and that Aboriginal
services and communities would be able to assume greater
case planning and management responsibilities for
Aboriginal children over time, as they were ready.
The intention of section 18 is to provide for the Secretary
of the Department of Health and Human Services to
authorise a principal officer of an Aboriginal agency to
perform specified powers and functions conferred on the
secretary in relation to a protection order in respect of an
Aboriginal child. Authorisations have to occur on a caseby-case basis. The current wording of the provision has
been found to present a number of impediments to
implementing section 18 authorisations:
there is a lack of clarity regarding the meaning of the
term ‘principal officer’;
the act does not empower the principal officer of an
Aboriginal agency to delegate functions and powers
to suitable employees of their agency;
connected with this, section 17(1)(e) prevents the
Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services from delegating the function to be satisfied
that a permanent care order placing an Aboriginal
child solely with a non-Aboriginal person or persons
will accord with the Aboriginal child placement
principle, which would also prevent delegation by an
Aboriginal principal officer;
the act does not provide for internal review, within an
Aboriginal agency, of decisions made under a section
18 authorisation, or subsequent review by the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal;
appropriate arrangements for sharing information in
relation to section 18 authorisations have not been
established.
Anything to do with the removal of children from parental
care is challenging, and particularly for Aboriginal
communities, in light of historical practices in child
welfare. Many Aboriginal families and communities still
experience the traumatic impact of these past practices
today. It is understandable then, that there will be a variety
of views in Aboriginal communities about Aboriginal
organisations taking on this kind of role. It is entirely
understandably that there will be differences of opinion.
Ongoing consultation will be vital as we progress towards
making section 18 authorisations.

The bill will empower the Aboriginal principal officer of
an Aboriginal agency to delegate authorised functions and
powers to suitable employees of their agency. It will allow
for the powers and functions of a section 18 authorisation
to be exercised by a person who is acting as the principal
officer, whether that person is Aboriginal or nonAboriginal. These measures will overcome significant
practical barriers to implementing these authorisations,
while maintaining an appropriate balance between
privileging self-determination through decision-making by
Aboriginal people for Aboriginal children, and avoiding
disruption to decision-making arrangements for a child if a
chief executive officer takes leave or there is a gap
between ongoing appointments.
The bill will repeal section 17(1)(e) of the act which
prevents the secretary from delegating a function requiring
the secretary to be satisfied that a permanent care order
placing an Aboriginal child solely with non-Aboriginal
carers will accord with the Aboriginal child placement
principle before such an order can be made. Both the
secretary and the Aboriginal principal officer will be able
to delegate this function, which will prevent any delays
associated with carrying out this function personally.
The bill provides for internal reviews of decisions made in
the course of section 18 authorisations within the
Aboriginal agency, in the same way that such reviews are
available in relation to decisions made within the
department. If the internal review process has been
exhausted, an application can be made to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal for review of the
decision. This mirrors the process where the secretary or
their delegate is the decision-maker.
This bill allows for information to be shared for the
purposes of a section 18 authorisation, including where this
may otherwise be prohibited. It provides for information
sharing prior to an authorisation so that the Aboriginal
principal officer and agency can make an informed
decision about whether to agree to the authorisation, and
there is a penalty provision to prohibit further disclosure.
The existing protections in relation to disclosure of
information about a child and family will apply to the
Aboriginal principal officer and agency where an
authorisation is made, as will existing penalty provisions.
The bill also requires that where an authorisation is
revoked, all records in respect of the child are provided to
the secretary by the Aboriginal principal officer.
It is acknowledged that the history and past actions of
government and non-government agencies have negatively
impacted on Aboriginal families and this has resulted in
continued trauma for Aboriginal communities. Policies
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that support self-management and self-determination
provide healing opportunities and increase the capacity of
Aboriginal communities to care for their children.
The bill is a powerful symbol of the Labor government’s
commitment to developing a service system based on the
principles of self-determination and reform that will
improve outcomes and the cultural connectedness of
vulnerable Aboriginal children.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms CROZIER (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 29 October.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(POLICE CUSTODY OFFICERS) BILL
2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr HERBERT
(Minister for Training and Skills); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills)
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 Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill
2015 (the bill).
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powers that police and other authorised officers currently
exercise in relation to police gaols, transportation of
persons in custody, court security and the conduct of
certain forensic procedures.
To preface my discussion, it is important to outline the
oversight, accountability and governance regime in which
PCOs will operate. Victoria Police will maintain
responsibility for implementing all activity relating to the
recruitment, training and deployment of PCOs. PCO
applicants will be appropriately vetted prior to
employment, including being subject to standards and
testing for character and reputation, psychological,
medical, fitness and cognitive ability as well as
communication skills. These processes are consistent with
existing vetting procedure for police and protective
services officer applicants.
The powers I discuss below will be exercised by officers
subject to stringent oversight, accountability and
management.
PCOs will be subject to initial training, as well as ongoing
training. The training program will be customised for the
particular role and responsibilities of PCOs, and is based
on components of the training provided to police,
protective services officers and prisoner escort officers.
The training includes components relating to dealing with
vulnerable persons in custody such as juveniles and those
with mental illness.
PCOs will be subject to a range of internal and external
measures to ensure appropriate oversight, discipline and
management, including being:
subject to Victorian Public Service performance
management, misconduct and discipline processes
and procedures;
required to comply with the chief commissioner’s
instructions under section 60 of the Victoria Police
Act 2013;
subject to on-duty targeted, random and critical
incident drug and alcohol testing (further discussed
below in this statement);

In my opinion, the bill, 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.

subject to the offences and other safeguards against
disclosure of personal and sensitive information
contained in the Victoria Police Act 2013 and the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014;

Overview

subject to the obligations of public authorities under
section 38 of the charter, including the requirement to
act in a way that is compatible with human rights,
and, in making a decision, to give proper
consideration to relevant human rights.

The bill amends a number of acts to provide for the
authorisation and powers of police custody officers (PCOs)
to manage persons in police gaols and during transport, as
well as additional powers relating to court security and the
taking of forensic samples.
Human rights issues
The bill provides PCOs with statutory powers to safely
manage persons in police gaols and transport detained
persons to and from police gaols to various places. The bill
provides for this in two ways, the first is by extending the
class of persons who can exercise existing powers to
include PCOs, and the second is by inserting new standalone powers and functions that apply to PCOs. These
powers are modelled on existing custody management

Further, the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission (IBAC) may:
receive and assess complaints and notifications
concerning PCO misconduct and corruption;
review internal Victoria Police investigations about
PCO conduct to ensure they are managed
appropriately and fairly;
investigate serious corruption and misconduct by
PCOs in response to complaints or on its ‘own
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motion’, including complaints regarding the use of
force.
IBAC is independent from Victoria Police and the
government and has a range of powers to support these
functions.
It is my view that this bill does not impose any additional
limits on human rights, as in effect it appropriately extends
the exercise of existing powers of custody management
and other functions to a new class of officers who will
have the requisite training and oversight to operate in this
role.
However, I note that many of these custody management
powers have existed prior to the introduction of the charter
and have not been considered by previous statements of
compatibility. Accordingly, I consider it appropriate to
discuss the implications for human rights posed by these
powers, notwithstanding my conclusion that this bill will
not introduce any new limits not currently imposed on
persons subject to custody management in police gaols.
Further, it is necessary to acknowledge that the powers
discussed below will operate within existing safeguards
regarding the presence of young persons in police gaols.
Section 17(2) of the charter provides 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. Part 5.2 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 will continue to apply, requiring any
child taken into custody to be released, granted bail or
brought before the court within a reasonable time and no
later than 24 hours after being taken into custody. Further,
the obligations on the Chief Commissioner of Police still
apply regarding the holding of children in police gaols,
including limitations on holding remanded children in a
police gaol, and, obligations to keep children separate from
adults and separate according to their sex, to allow children
to receive visits from parents, relatives, legal practitioners
and others, and other requirements relating to observance
of any medical, religious and cultural needs of children,
and the handling of complaints by children. Further, the
various powers discussed below must be exercised by
PCOs in accordance with the right to protection of
children, including the exercise of discretionary powers
relating to search and seizure and the interpretation of use
of reasonable force in the context of a child.
Powers of police custody officers relating to search and
seizure
The bill provides for a number of powers relating to search
and seizure across a number of acts.
The bill amends the following statutory powers to allow
for their exercise by PCOs:
Formal searches of visitors to police gaols —
Section 104B(1) of the Corrections Act 1986
provides that a person who wishes to enter or remain
in a police gaol as a visitor must, if asked, submit to a
formal search. A formal search means a search to
detect the presence of drugs, weapons or metal
articles carried out by an electronic or mechanical
device. Section 104B(3) provides that a person who
does not submit to a formal search may be prohibited
from entering the police gaol or ordered to leave the
police gaol immediately. Clause 18 extends this
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provision so that a PCO may conduct a formal search,
and if a person refuses, to prohibit that person from
entering or order them to leave.
Search powers — Section 104C of the Corrections
Act 1986 provides for the exercise of search powers
by police officers for the good order or security of a
police gaol or detained persons, including searches at
random. This includes searching any part of the
police gaol; searching any charged person, visitor,
police officer or any other person in the police gaol or
their held items (with certain exceptions); or
examining any item held by police on behalf of a
detained person. Detained persons (who are not
charged persons) may be searched if the officer in
charge believes on reasonable grounds that the search
or examination is necessary for the security or good
order of the police gaol, for the safety of persons at
the police gaol, to locate a weapon or anything that
may be used in the escape of a person from a police
gaol or to locate anything connected with the
commission of the offence for which the person is
detained in the police gaol. Persons other than a
detained person or police officer may refuse to submit
to be searched, and may be ordered to leave the gaol
immediately if they refuse. A failure to comply with
an order to leave is an offence punishable by a fine.
Clause 19 extends this section to allow PCOs to
exercise the search powers of police officers in the
above contexts.
Seizure — Section 104D(1) of the Corrections Act
1986 empowers police officers to seize items found
during searches of persons in police gaols. This
includes anything found in the police gaol which the
officer believes on reasonable grounds is likely to
jeopardise the security or good order of the police
gaol or the safety of persons in the police gaol,
anything found on a detained person other than an
authorised item under the regulations (provided that
item does not jeopardise security, good order or
safety) or anything which the officer believes on
reasonable grounds is connected with the commission
of the offence for which the person is detained in the
police gaol. Clause 20 extends this section to allow
PCOs to seize items in these circumstances. A PCO
must inform the officer in charge of the police gaol of
any seizure executed as soon as practicable.
Powers for the purposes of court security —
Authorised officers under the Court Security
Act 1980 are provided with powers to uphold the
secure and orderly operation of courts and other
tribunals, including the power to conduct frisk or scan
searches of persons and their possessions on court
premises, or seize prohibited items found. Clause 24
provides PCOs to be included in the definition of
authorised officer.

Clause 7 of the bill also inserts the following new
provisions into the Victoria Police Act 2013 which provide
for PCOs to exercise the powers identified below in
relation to an arrested person who is being supervised or
transported by that PCO at the chief commissioner’s
direction:
search powers: new subsection 200I(2)(b) provides
that a PCO can search and examine an arrested
person or any thing in the person’s possession or
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under the person’s control if the PCO believes on
reasonable grounds that this is necessary for the
safety of the PCO, the person or any other person.
seizure: new subsection 200I(2)(c) provides that a
PCO can seize any thing found on an arrested person
or under the person’s control if the police custody
officer believes on reasonable grounds that this is
necessary for the safety of the police custody officer,
the person or any other person.

New section 200M also allows the search and seizure
powers identified above to be exercised by PCOs when
directed by a court to supervise a person at court.
Clause 21 inserts new provisions into the Corrections Act
1986 to provide for similar search and seizure powers as
above in relation to police gaols, and in connection with
the transport of persons in other contexts, such as to and
from a police gaol, remand centre, youth residential centre,
court, designated mental health service or hospital.
Search and seizure powers are relevant to the rights to
privacy (s 13) and the right to property (s 20).
Right to privacy (s 13)
Section 13 of the charter provides that all persons have the
right not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. It is clear that, in general terms, a search of
a person’s body or things is an interference with their
bodily privacy or personal sphere.
Intrusions on privacy must pass a threshold of seriousness
before the privacy right can be said to be interfered with.
Trivial intrusions will not amount to an interference with
privacy for the purposes of section 13. Accordingly, the
power to conduct formal searches of visitors, including
scan or frisk searches by use of electronic metal detection
do not amount to a sufficiently serious intrusion to limit
privacy. Further, visitors to police gaols or courts choose to
voluntarily enter a restricted space where there is a
reasonable expectation that they will be subject to such
searches.
The more intrusive search powers will interfere with the
right to privacy, however I am of the view that the
interference will not be arbitrary. The prohibition on
arbitrariness requires that an interference with privacy must
be reasonable or proportionate to a law’s legitimate
purpose. It is critically important that those tasked with the
custody of detained persons be able to prevent prohibited
and/or dangerous items such as weapons, drugs or mobile
telephones from entering police gaols and to maintain the
good order and security of police gaols. The bill provides
that a PCO may search and examine any person who enters
or is in a police gaol, including a charged person, a visitor
or another officer. Such searches may be conducted at
random. I note that the search power in section 104C(1) of
the Corrections Act 1986 is limited in that it cannot be
exercised in relation to certain persons such as judges,
magistrates, relatives or friends of a detained person or
persons visiting a detained child. I also note that visitors to
a police gaol can refuse to submit to be searched under this
section, but may be ordered to leave the gaol immediately
if they do so.
The detection and prevention of dangerous articles in
police gaols poses significant challenges for Victoria
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Police and such search powers provide a valuable tool to
meet these challenges. It has been acknowledged that
random searches are an effective means of limiting the
amount of prohibited articles smuggled into gaols. I am of
the view that there is not a less restrictive means of
preventing dangerous or prohibited articles from entering
police gaols, and that an appropriate balance is met
between upholding the privacy of visitors and maintaining
the security and safety of the police gaol. Further, it is
accepted that detained persons have a limited right to
privacy in relation to their possessions while detained, and
that loss of privacy is an inherent incident of confinement.
This recognises the important community expectation that
those tasked with the supervision of detained persons are
equipped with the necessary tools to ensure the safety of
police gaols and the prevention of crime. Further, the
community expects gaol administrators to provide an
environment for detained persons, employees and visitors
that is both secure and safe. A secure and safe environment
also enhances the protection of other human rights of
detained persons, such as the right to life and security of
person. The same principles can also be applied in the
context of transporting detained persons.
The bill contains an added safeguard against unjustified
interference or harassment in relation to searches on
detained persons who are not charged persons. The ground
upon which these persons can be searched is narrower, as
there must be reasonable grounds for believing that such a
search is necessary for prescribed grounds related to
security, safety or good order. These circumstances are
specified in the legislation and tailored to ensure the power
is not applied arbitrarily. Further, the search power is
discretionary, and accordingly, any exercise of the power
by a PCO, including the manner of a search conducted,
must be done in accordance with human rights by way of
the obligations on public authorities in section 38 of the
charter.
Finally, I am satisfied that there are no less restrictive
means to achieve the purpose of the searches, as any higher
level of privacy protection for detained persons would
prevent PCOs and police officers from maintaining a
secure gaol or mode of transport.
Accordingly, I conclude that the bill’s search powers are
compatible with the right to privacy.
Right to property (s 20)
Section 20 provides that a person must not be deprived of
his or her property other than in accordance with law.
The bill allows for seizure of a person’s property under
certain circumstances. I note that seized items must be
dealt with in accordance with regulations and the chief
commissioner’s instructions issued under section 60 of the
Victoria Police Act 2013, which require that a receipt must
be provided for any seized item (other than a drug of
dependence), a register of seized items must be maintained
and set out when a seized item must be retained, forfeited,
disposed of or returned. I also note that a PCO is required
to take all reasonable steps to ensure the security of any
property that is in a supervised or transported person’s
possession. Under the charter, any interference with
property rights only requires justification in circumstances
where the interference is ‘other than in accordance with
law’. The bill provides that any deprivation of property
will be confined to circumstances where the PCO believes
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on reasonable grounds that it is necessary for the safety of
the PCO, the person or any other person. Any deprivation
of property is therefore in accordance with the law.
Powers relating to taking of identity particulars
The bill provides for a number of powers relating to the
taking of identity particulars across a number of acts.
The following statutory powers are amended to provide for
PCOs:
Fingerprinting of sentenced person —
Section 11(7A) of the Corrections Act 1986 requires
that, as soon as possible as a person is received into a
police gaol to serve the whole or a part of a prison
sentence, a police officer may take the person’s
fingerprints. Clause 10 extends this provision so that
a PCO may also take the person’s fingerprints.
Clause 10 also allows the fingerprints to be taken in
the vicinity of a police gaol, which is being inserted to
account for the operational reality that many police
stations do not locate fingerprinting devices within
the gazetted police gaol (which comprises of a
portion of a police station), but instead may be in a
room within the police station which is near, adjacent
to, or in the vicinity of, the gazetted area.
Fingerscanning of charged person —
Section 464NA of the Crimes Act 1958 provides for
police officers to take fingerprints (via fingerscan) for
identification purposes only from charge persons
above the age of 15 who are detained. The fingerscan
is inadmissible as evidence. Clause 25 extends this
provision so that PCOs may take a fingerscan of a
person in these circumstances.
Power to take photographs of a detained person —
Clause 16 inserts new section 104AF into the
Corrections Act 1986, which provides that a police
officer or a PCO may take photographs of a detained
person for the purpose of identification or the
compilation of custody records concerning the person
at any time after the person is detained.
Right to privacy (s 13)
Fingerprints contain unique biographical information about
an individual and therefore the printing or scanning of
fingerprints engages the right to privacy, as does the taking
of photographs. However, case law supports the view that
fingerprinting and photographing is at the lower end of
intrusiveness in terms both of the intimacy of the
information that is revealed and also the duration and
invasiveness of the process by which the information is
collected. The purpose of taking fingerprint and
photographic information is essential to PCOs being able
to accurately record or verify the identity of a detained
person received into a police gaol, including verifying that
a person is lawfully in custody, that any court order is
being properly administered, that the person is
appropriately placed in detention and that security is
maintained. The storage of fingerprint, photographic and
other personal information of a detained person is
protected by law and wrongfully disclosing such
information is punishable by law. Safeguards exist in
relation to fingerscanning of charged persons, including
providing that such scans are inadmissible as evidence and
restricting such scans to persons above the age of 15.
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Accordingly, I am satisfied that these powers are not
arbitrary, in that they are proportionate and serve a
legitimate objective of correctly identifying detained
persons, and are therefore compatible with the right to
privacy.
Powers relating to taking of samples
The bill provides for powers relating to the taking of bodily
samples across a number of acts.
The following statutory powers are amended to provide for
PCOs:
Procedure for taking samples — Section 464Z of the
Crimes Act 1958 provides that the chief
commissioner can authorise police officers to
supervise a person taking a mouth scraping (buccal
swab) for evidentiary purposes. Clause 26 extends
this provision to allow PCOs to be authorised to
conduct this particular supervision.
Oral fluid testing and analysis — The Road Safety
Act 1986 provides for the chief commissioner to
authorise a person to take evidentiary breath tests (to
detect alcohol) and a police officer to take oral fluid
tests (to detect illicit drugs). Clause 28 amends
section 55E(6) of the Road Safety Act 1986 to
provide that PCOs can carry out the procedure for the
provision of a sample of oral fluid.
Right to privacy (s 13) and the right not to be subject to
medical treatment without consent (s 10(c))
The taking of bodily samples is relevant to a person’s right
to privacy, including their right to bodily integrity,
however I am of the view that mouth scraping, breath tests
and oral fluid tests (saliva) fall into the less intrusive end of
the spectrum of taking bodily samples. The procedures
involved to collect oral fluid or mouth scrapings are less
intrusive than the collection of blood or urine, and involve
a minor interference with the integrity of a person’s body.
Further, the obligation to submit to testing is clear and
prescribed, and arises in proportionate circumstances. The
compulsion to provide an oral fluid sample under the Road
Safety Act 1986 arises in the context of road safety
enforcement, where a driver has failed a roadside
preliminary test or assessment. The taking of buccal swabs
under the Crimes Act 1958 arises in relation to persons
suspected of committing an indictable offence and where
reasonable grounds exist to support belief that the taking of
buccal swabs will confirm or disprove this belief. The bill
merely authorises PCOs to supervise a person who has
consented to the taking of their own buccal swab. PCOs
will not be authorised to effect the forced taking of such
samples. Accordingly, I conclude that any interference
with privacy is low and occurs in prescribed circumstances
for the legitimate purpose of detecting criminal offences.
Section 10(c) of the charter provides relevantly, that a
person has the right not to be subjected to medical
treatment without his or her full, free and informed
consent. In my view, given my conclusion that mouth
swabs and the taking of oral fluid is a low-level
interference with bodily integrity, it is unlikely that such
forensic procedures would constitute ‘medical treatment’
under the charter. In any event, even if such procedures did
constitute medical treatment, any limitation would be
reasonable and demonstrably justified under s 7(2) of the
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charter because such tests are conducted in limited
circumstances, and for the important public purpose of
confirming a reasonably held suspicion that a person has
committed an indictable or a road safety offence.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that these powers relating to
taking of samples are compatible with the charter.
Powers relating to use of reasonable force and
instruments of restraint
The bill provides for a number of powers relating to the
use of reasonable force and applications of instruments of
restraint.
The following statutory powers are amended to provide for
PCOs:
Powers for the purposes of court security: Clause 24
provides PCOs with the power to use reasonable
force to remove a person from court premises who
has refused to submit to a demand to provide identity
particulars or undergo a frisk search.
Clause 7 of the bill inserts the following new provisions
into the Victoria Police Act 2013 which provide for PCOs
to exercise the powers identified below in relation to an
arrested person who is being supervised or transported by
that PCO at the chief commissioner’s direction:
use of reasonable force to compel a person to obey
an order: new subsection 200I(2)(a) provides that a
PCO can order an arrested person to do or not do
anything that the PCO believes on reasonable
grounds is necessary for the safety of the PCO, the
person or any other person. New section 200J
provides that a PCO, where necessary, use reasonable
force to compel a person to obey an order given by
the PCO in the exercise of a function or power the
police custody officer has under the relevant division.
apply an instrument of restraint: new
sections 200I(d) and 200I(e) provide that a PCO can
apply an instrument of restraint to a person for the
duration of the supervision or transport of that person
if the chief commissioner or the PCO believes on
reasonable grounds that the application of the
instrument of restraint is necessary to prevent the
escape of the person or the assault of, or injury to, any
person.
New section 200M also allows the powers identified above
to be exercised by a PCO when directed by a court to
supervise a person. Clauses 16 and 21 insert new
provisions into the Corrections Act 1986 to provide for
similar management powers in relation to police gaols, and
in connection with the transport of persons in other
contexts, such as to and from a police gaol, remand centre,
youth residential centre, court, designated mental health
service or hospital.
Relevant human rights
The power to use reasonable force to compel an offender
to obey a direction and apply instruments of restraint will
necessarily involve the physical restraint or apprehension
of a person, which may constitute an interference with an
offender’s right to life (s 9), freedom of movement (s 12),
bodily privacy (s 13), security of person (s 21), humane
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treatment when deprived of liberty (s 21) and protection
from cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment (s 10).
The use of force may reasonably limit these rights
provided it occurs within the framework of the law and
with the objective of protecting public order, people’s lives
or property. Human rights principles require that the law
and policies governing the use of force protect life to the
greatest extent possible and safeguard the circumstances in
which force is used. Any use of force must be no more
than absolutely necessary and strictly proportionate to
achieving a clearly defined lawful purpose.
These powers accord with human rights principles as they
permit use of reasonable force or application of
instruments of restraint only in strict circumstances, which
are directly connected to safety and preventing assault,
injury or escape. The primary purpose of these provisions
is to enforce orders which are necessary for security and
good order of police gaols, or the safety and security of
persons in police gaols or undergoing transportation. PCOs
work in difficult circumstances and can be required to deal
with challenging and potentially dangerous situations. The
powers meet important community expectations that PCOs
tasked with the supervision, management or transport of
detained person are able to use reasonable force if
necessary for safety and to prevent escape. This
expectation forms part of a broader and legitimate
expectation that officers with supervision duties of persons
detained in custody are able to fulfil their role in
contributing to public order and public safety. Finally, the
chief commissioner has a duty of care to ensure a safe
working environment for PCOs, police officers and other
persons, which may require the use of reasonable force
when necessary to prevent loss of life or injury to any
person, including staff, detained persons or members of the
public.
Existing operational procedures for police officers
exercising similar powers under the Corrections (Police
Gaols) Regulations 2015 require that the use of force is
always proportionate to the relevant safety risk and is a last
resort. Officers are trained to appropriately assess security
risks and must identify possible courses of action that
involve the use of all other options before resorting to the
use of force to manage risks to safety, such as verbal
direction, communication or negotiation. PCOs will
undergo similar training and be subject to similar
operational procedures in how to manage difficult
situations and how to use force safely when there are no
other alternatives. I also note that PCOs are required to
take all reasonable steps to ensure that a detained person’s
safety and welfare is maintained.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that any interference with
human rights caused by these powers is compatible with
the charter.
Refusing visits to a lawyer
Clause 16 inserts new section 104AC into the Corrections
Act 1986 which, amongst other things, permits an officer
in charge of a police gaol to refuse permission to a lawyer
to visit a detained person, having regard to the interests of
the security of the police gaol and the safe custody of any
person held at the police gaol.
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Rights in criminal proceedings (s 25)
Section 25(2)(b) provides that a person charged with a
criminal offence is entitled to communicate with a lawyer
or adviser chosen by him or herself. While new
section 104AC may result in a person having limited
access to a lawyer, I am satisfied that any limits are
proportional and reasonably justified under s 7(2) of the
charter. New section 104AC(2)(a) requires that an officer
in charge must not unreasonably refuse permission to the
lawyer, and requires that any decision to refuse access take
into account the interests of justice and the principle that a
person must have reasonable access to a legal
representative. As noted above, the officer will also be
bound to give proper consideration to the right in
s 25(2)(b) of the charter, and would be required to act
compatibly with that right.
Courts in other jurisdictions have found that
section 25(2)(b) does not guarantee unfettered access to a
legal representative, and that the right is flexible enough to
permit restrictions. It is essential to the proper
administration of a police gaol that visits can be restricted
when security or safety considerations require it. Further,
the limit, when lawfully imposed, only applies to physical
visits to the police gaols, and a detained person may still be
able to communicate with his or her lawyer through other
means, such as in writing or via telephone. Accordingly,
the right will only be limited where overriding interests of
security and safe custody management exist, which I
consider compatible with s 25 of the charter.
Drug and alcohol testing of police custody officers
Clauses 5 and 6 expand the scope of certain drug and
alcohol testing provisions in the Victoria Police Act 2013
to apply to PCOs. These provisions grant the chief
commissioner power to give a testing direction to a person
to give a sample of breath, urine, hair, saliva or blood.
Clause 5 inserts new section 89A which provides that the
chief commissioner may issue a testing direction to a PCO
who is rostered on if the chief commissioner reasonably
suspects that the person has consumed alcohol or a drug of
dependence, and, because of that suspicion, the chief
commissioner reasonably believes that the person ought to
be tested for the good order and discipline of Victoria
Police. The chief commissioner may also issue a testing
direction if he or she believes that the person appears to be
unfit for work because the person has consumed alcohol or
a drug of dependence.
Clause 6 extends random testing to PCOs who are rostered
on, allowing the chief commissioner to issue a testing
direction (other than a direction to give a sample of hair) if
the officer has been chosen by random selection.
Right to privacy (s 13) and right not to be subject to
medical treatment without consent (s 10(c))
Section 13 of the charter provides that all persons have the
right not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. A direction that a person undergo testing
and provide a bodily sample interferes with privacy, and
the operation of random testing can constitute an arbitrary
interference. As discussed above, section 10(c) of the
charter provides that, amongst other things, a person has
the right not to be subjected to medical treatment without
his or her full, free and informed consent.
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However, I am of the view that any limit is justified under
s 7(2) of the charter. While the rights of officers are
important and must be respected, these rights can be
limited and must be balanced against the rights of the
broader community. PCOs assume important duties and
responsibilities including the power to supervise detained
persons and use reasonable force. The exercise of these
powers can limit or interfere with the rights of individuals,
including the rights to life, liberty and security of person. It
is essential to the protection and promotion of those rights
that the chief commissioner has sufficient powers to
monitor and manage the ability of an officer to carry out
his or her duties. Enabling alcohol and drug testing assists
in maintaining the integrity and public confidence in
PCOs, and upholds other important charter rights of
persons supervised by such officers, including the right to
humane treatment when deprived of liberty and protection
against inhumane and degrading treatment.
The limitations on officers’ rights are minimal. Section 97
of the Victoria Police Act 2013 applies to provide that
evidence from testing is not admissible in proceedings,
subject to certain exceptions. Further, section 98 provides
for the confidentiality of test results in accordance with
regulations. Finally, section 232 creates an offence for
disclosing identifying information or the results of a drug
or alcohol test otherwise than in accordance with the act or
regulations.
As discussed above, I do not consider the provision of
bodily samples to constitute ‘medical treatment’ and
therefore do not consider s 10(c) of the charter (protection
against medical treatment without consent) to be affected.
Reverse onus offence provision
Clause 16 inserts new section 104AD into the Corrections
Act 2015, which requires that a person must not, without
reasonable excuse, give information which is false or
misleading in response to a request to provide certain
information relating to identity particulars.
Right to be presumed innocent (s 25(1))
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed
innocent until 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.
Section 104AD(2), when read in conjunction with
section 72 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, places an
evidentiary onus on the accused to present or point to
evidence that suggests a reasonable possibility of the
existence of facts, that if existed, would establish
‘reasonable excuse’. However, I do not consider that an
evidential onus limits the right to be presumed innocent.
Courts in other jurisdictions have taken this approach. The
prosecution is still tasked with proving that the person gave
false and misleading information. Regarding reasonable
excuse, once a person has adduced some relevant evidence
that such an excuse exists, the burden shifts to the
prosecution to prove the elements of the offence. The
accused is only required to raise evidence of matters that
would be within their personal knowledge (i.e. the
reasonable excuse why the person provided false and
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misleading information). Accordingly, I conclude that this
offence provision is compatible with s 25(1) of the charter.
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 HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The government is committed to a well-resourced police
force, with a strong commitment to community
engagement and smarter policing which is critical to
reducing crime, improving responsiveness and keeping the
community safe.
This is why this government has committed to recruit, train
and deploy 400 police custody officers to undertake
custody management of people in police custody and other
related functions. This policy will free up police to focus
on frontline duties like tackling crime and keeping the
community safe.
This bill provides the legislative framework to enable the
appointment, powers, protections and accountability of
police custody officers. The bill has been developed in a
collaborative spirit with Victoria Police, the police
association and the Community and Public Sector Union.
The government greatly appreciates the goodwill
demonstrated throughout the development of this bill,
which represents an excellent outcome for the Victorian
community.
Police custody officers will have duties to assist with the
management and operation of police gaols in accordance
with the Corrections Act 1986, to supervise and transport
persons in custody in accordance with the Corrections Act
and Victoria Police Act 2013 and to perform other duties
determined from time to time by the chief commissioner.
The bill provides PCOs with coercive powers and
protections for custody management, transport and
supervision purposes. The bill also amends the Court
Security Act 1980, Crimes Act 1958 and Road Safety Act
1986 to empower police custody officers to perform select
functions under these acts that are ancillary to the custody
management functions.
The bill enables the chief commissioner to appoint a
Victoria Police employee to act as a police custody officer.
Only the chief commissioner’s Victorian Public Service
(VPS) employees can be appointed to act as a police
custody officer.
The bill allows the chief commissioner to conduct random
and targeted drug and alcohol testing of police custody
officers rostered on for duty. These arrangements are
consistent with current arrangements for other Victoria
Police employees working in designated work units.
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As Victoria Police employees, police custody officers will
be subject to the legislative and other accountabilities that
already apply to Victoria Police employees including the
police personnel conduct jurisdiction of the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission.
The bill provides police custody officers with a range of
custody management powers. These powers are modelled
on existing powers of police officers and prison escort
officers under parts 8 and 9A of the Corrections Act 1986
and under the Corrections (Police Gaols) Regulations
2015. The bill separates these powers into two key
categories. First, powers to manage the good order and
discipline of select police gaols. Police gaols are areas
declared by the Governor in Council (GIC) and gazetted
under section 11 of the Corrections Act. Police custody
officer powers will only apply in respect of specified police
gaols as declared by the GIC under the bill. Second, the bill
provides for more limited ‘transport and supervise’ powers
that enliven either on the direction of the chief
commissioner (or his or her delegate), or, in very limited
circumstances, on the direction of the court.
Police gaols powers
The police gaols powers are contained at clauses 10, 11,
16, 18, 19, 20 and 21. The bill respectively:
1.

applies the police power to take fingerprints
under the Corrections Act 1986 to police
custody officers and enables the fingerprints to
be taken in the vicinity of a police gaol and
within a police station;

2.

inserts into the Corrections Act 1986 the
following provisions currently contained in the
Corrections (Police Gaols) Regulations 2015
and applies them to police custody officers in
the same way as they currently apply to police:
i.

manage visitors in police gaols, including
requesting identifying information, search,
seizure and ordering a person to leave the
police gaol in certain circumstances;

ii.

a requirement for detained persons to give
certain identifying information;

iii. give orders that are reasonably necessary
for the security, good order or management
of the police gaol or for the safety of any
person at the police gaol;
iv.

take photographs of detained persons for
identification or custody management
purposes and enables the photographs to be
taken in or in the vicinity of a police gaol;

v.

restrain detained persons noting that the
police custody officer power is limited to
its exercise within a police gaol;

vi.

conduct a range of searches and seizures
for the good order and management of the
police gaol (including in respect of
detained persons) and for more limited
reasons.
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3.

provides for police custody officers to use
reasonable and proportionate force while
exercising their powers in respect of police
gaols.

Powers to transport and supervise
The bill provides for police custody officers to have
functions and powers to transport and supervise persons in
custody including arrested persons when directed by the
chief commissioner.
Specifically, clauses 7 and 21 enable police custody
officers to:
1.

give orders reasonably necessary for safety
reasons;

2.

search and seize items reasonably necessary for
safety reasons;

3.

apply instruments of restraint where reasonably
necessary to prevent escape or the assault or
injury to any person; and

4.

use reasonable and proportionate force while
exercising their powers in respect of people they
are transporting or supervising.

These ‘transport and supervise’ powers enliven on a
direction by the chief commissioner, which can be made in
a range of circumstances such as:
1.

2.

3.

supervising arrested persons at police stations
and hospitals;
transporting certain detained persons to and
from police gaols and other places such as
prisons, courts and hospitals; and
incidentally supervising detained or arrested
persons at the locations to and from which they
are transported.
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and appropriately authorised court staff. Providing these
powers to police custody officers is primarily aimed at
enabling them to respond to security incidents on court
premises that involve the public where required.
Clauses 26 and 27 enable PCOs to supervise a person
taking their own voluntary buccal swab DNA samples and
fingerscans taken for identification purposes pursuant to
the Crimes Act 1958.
Clause 29 enables the authorisation of appropriated trained
PCOs to conduct oral fluid sample procedures of motorists
who have tested positive to a preliminary roadside drug
test under the Road Safety Act 1986.
The work of Victoria Police is of fundamental importance
to a safe, secure and prosperous Victorian community.
This bill will support the progressive release of police back
into the community, where they can focus on tackling
crime and keeping the community safe.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 29 October.

VICTORIAN ENERGY EFFICIENCY
TARGET AMENDMENT (SAVING
ENERGY, GROWING JOBS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Ms PULFORD (Minister for
Agriculture) on motion of Mr Herbert; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility

Clause 7 provides police custody officers powers to
supervise certain persons who have been ordered by a
court to be detained in custody on the court premises or
have surrendered to the custody of the courts in answer to
their bail. While the chief commissioner determines the
allocation and deployment of police custody officers, this
provision provides clarity for police custody officers who
are in court and will provide them with appropriate powers
to effect decisions and directions of the court in relation to
these persons in the court’s custody.

For Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture),
Mr Herbert tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:

Ancillary powers

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 Victorian
Energy Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving Energy,
Growing Jobs) Bill 2015.

The bill also enables police custody officers to exercise a
number of existing powers that are ancillary to their core
custody management functions. This will give the chief
commissioner flexibility to maximise the release of police
officers to frontline duties.

In my opinion, the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target
Amendment (Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) 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.

Clause 24 enables police custody officers to exercise the
powers of authorised officers under the Court Security Act
1980 including searching court visitors for prohibited
items, seizing those items and removing persons from
court premises. These powers are currently exercised by
police, protective services officer (PSOs), contracted staff

Human rights issues
There are no human rights protected under the charter act
that are relevant to this bill. I therefore consider that this
bill is compatible with the charter act.
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The Hon. Jaala Pulford, MLC
Minister for Agriculture
Minister for Regional Development

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and Skills).
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In Victoria, Labor governments have a strong tradition of
implementing progressive energy policies which deliver
positive outcomes for consumers, the economy and the
environment.
Under a Labor government, we were the first state to
require a mandatory renewable energy target and a 5-star
standard for homes. We were also the first state to deliver a
mandatory energy efficiency target through the Victorian
energy efficiency target (VEET) scheme.
The VEET scheme was established by the Labor
government to reduce greenhouse gas emissions,
encourage the efficient use of electricity and gas; and
encourage investment, employment and technology
development in industries that supply goods and services
which reduce the use of electricity and gas by consumers.
In operation, the VEET scheme supports over 2000 jobs,
reduces household bills and cuts millions of tonnes of
greenhouse gas emissions. However, despite these
significant benefits, the former coalition government
committed to abolish the VEET scheme.
Following the November 2014 election, the Andrews
Labor government reinstated energy efficiency leadership
in Victoria by announcing it would save the VEET
scheme. The Labor government made this decision on the
basis of the economic and environmental benefits the
VEET scheme delivers for Victorians.
The Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015 will amend the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 to:
a.

set VEET scheme targets for 2016 to 2020;

b.

provide a mechanism for setting future VEET
scheme targets; and

c.

clarify that retailer liabilities are intended to
meet the VEET scheme target.

The VEET scheme, also known publicly as the Energy
Saver Incentive scheme, is a market-based scheme that
provides incentives to households and businesses to take
up energy efficiency products.
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Eligible energy efficiency activities earn certificates
representing the amount of greenhouse gas emissions they
abate.
Energy retailers surrender certificates each year to the
Essential Services Commission, so that total liabilities
meet the scheme target for that year.
Under the VEET act, targets are set in calendar years for
periods of three years (a phase). The target must be set no
later than 31 May in the year before the three-year phase.
This occurred for the first phase (2009–11) and the second
phase (2012–2014). However, a forward target was not set
in regulations by 31 May 2014 as required.
Analysis has found that setting targets for five years
achieved greater benefits than three-year targets. Increasing
targets over time also maximises benefits by allowing new
business models to develop to deliver these targets.
The bill sets annual VEET scheme targets for the five-year
phase of 2016–2020. The targets have been set at a level to
provide significant economic benefit, expected between
$1.3 billion and $3.2 billion net present value (NPV)
between 2016 and 2050. This is the value of avoided
greenhouse gas emissions, improved air quality, and
avoided energy generation and network costs.
This bill will set the scheme target for 2016 at its current
level of 5.4 million VEET certificates. The target will then
increase annually, reaching a target of 6.5 million
certificates in 2020.
With each certificate having the equivalent value of
1 tonne of carbon dioxide, we will have committed to
achieve a reduction of 30.2 million tonnes of greenhouse
gas abatement over the lifetime of the measures.
The bill also provides for the setting of future targets for
the remaining lifetime of the scheme. Annual targets for
the two further phases in 2021–2025 and 2026–2029 will
be prescribed in regulations.
The bill clarifies the link between the annual VEET
scheme target and the delivery mechanism for achieving
the target, energy retailers’ liabilities under the scheme.
The bill provides that the minister must have regard to the
VEET scheme target when recommending the annual
greenhouse gas reduction rates to be made by the Governor
in Council. These rates are used in the calculation of
energy retailer liabilities under the act. This amendment
confirms existing practice and ensures that the total
number of certificates that must be surrendered by retailers
under the scheme will continue to meet the VEET scheme
target each year.
The VEET scheme reduces overall energy demand
suppressing wholesale electricity prices. This generates
downward pressure on electricity bills for all consumers.
The cost of generating certificates is more than offset by
these benefits.
Through this bill, the Victorian government is establishing
strong forward VEET scheme targets, which fulfils the
government commitment to support jobs and assist with
reducing Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions.
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The VEET scheme underpins our state’s energy efficiency
sector and new scheme targets will build this industry
further.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DRUM (Northern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 29 October.

GAMBLING LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade) on motion
of Mr Herbert; by leave, ordered to be read
second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade), Mr Herbert
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
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Gambling Legislation 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
Interstate exclusion orders
Section 77(3) of the Casino Control Act 1991 (CCA)
makes it an offence for a person who is the subject of an
interstate exclusion order to enter or remain in the casino.
Section 3 defines an interstate exclusion order as an order
made by an interstate chief commissioner of a similar
nature to an exclusion order made under section 74 of the
act.
Under section 74, the Chief Commissioner of Police may
issue a written order to prohibit a person from entering or
remaining in a casino or the casino complex if it is
considered necessary in the public interest.
The offence was established as part of a national system of
casino exclusions arising from a New South Wales
government inquiry into the conduct of the Sydney casino
licence. The inquiry proposed that the police
commissioners of all states and territories be given the
power to effect the exclusion of criminals from casinos and
called for all states and territories to legislate for the
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establishment of a system of reciprocity for exclusions by
police commissioners.
The bill makes a technical amendment to the definition of
‘interstate exclusion order’ to ensure all interstate
exclusion orders are captured by the provision.
Precommitment information
Division 6 of part 8A of chapter 3 of the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 (GRA) creates a confidentiality
obligation relating to information obtained from the
precommitment system (precommitment information).
This information is the play history, time and loss limits,
and personal information of players using the
precommitment system.
The existing precommitment confidentiality regime
prohibits disclosure of precommitment information except
in limited circumstances. It does not, however, prevent a
person from being required to disclose precommitment
information to a court.
The bill inserts an explicit provision in the GRA providing
that a person must not disclose precommitment
information to a court unless specifically authorised by the
GRA.
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to
move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it and
has the freedom to choose where to live.
The right to freedom of movement may be engaged if the
amendment is viewed as extending the definition of
interstate exclusion order to include persons not previously
captured. It is my view that the amendment does not
expand the application of the legislation so the right to
freedom of movement is neither engaged nor limited.
If freedom of movement was to be limited by this
provision, insofar as it is limited any such limit is
reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of the charter.
As set out above, this is a reciprocal power for the purpose
of enforcing an exclusion order already in place. It is
restricted in its application, both in terms of who is affected
and the area from which they are excluded. There are no
less restrictive means available to achieve this purpose.
The particular exclusion is confined to exclusion orders
made by, or at the direction of, an interstate chief
commissioner of police and is required to ensure the casino
remains free from criminal influence or exploitation.
Section 20 — Property rights
A person must not be deprived of his or her property other
than in accordance with law.
Persons subject to an interstate exclusion order are also
required to forfeit all winnings on gaming machines and
table games to the state in the event that they enter or
remain in the casino.
The amendments may engage the property rights
provisions of the charter if the amendment is viewed as
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authorising the deprivation of property not previously
authorised by the CCA. A deprivation of property is
permitted if the powers which authorise the deprivation of
property are conferred by legislation or by common law,
are confined and structured rather than unclear, are
accessible to the public and are formulated precisely. It is
my view that as the amendment does not expand the
application of the legislation, it neither engages nor limits
property rights.
If property rights were to be limited by this provision,
insofar as they are limited, the right to deprive an excluded
person of their property is permitted because it is conferred
by legislation and confined in its application, therefore a
person will not be deprived of their property except in
accordance with the law.
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According to the 2008 gambling study in Victoria that
surveyed 15 000 adult Victorians, 73 per cent of Victorian
adults participate in some form of gambling each year,
equating to almost 3 million people in Victoria. An
estimated 28 000 of these Victorian adults are problem
gamblers, and a further 95 000 are moderate-risk gamblers.
While only representing a small percentage of the
population, gambling by problem and moderate-risk
gamblers represents a disproportionately large share of
total losses from gambling and its harm.
As a result of the time and money they spend, problem
gamblers may experience great financial hardship,
relationship breakdown, involvement in criminal activity
and alienation from friends and workplaces. Problem
gambling can also lead to family dysfunction and domestic
violence, including spouse and child abuse.

Section 13 — Privacy and reputation
A person has the right —
(a) not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with; and
(b) not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
The right to privacy and reputation is engaged but not
limited by the precommitment amendments in this bill.

This government is committed to providing support to
problem gamblers, to working with industry and problem
gambling experts to prevent and minimise harm, and to
supporting health professionals and family services to
minimise and treat the harm caused by problem gambling.
The Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015 makes
several necessary reforms in relation to the regulation of
gambling in Victoria.
I now turn to the provisions of the bill before the house.

The amendments will promote section 13 privacy rights by
aligning the provision with the general confidentiality
provisions of the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to
prevent a person’s precommitment information from being
disclosed in court proceedings unless specifically
authorised by the GRA.

Firstly, the bill makes several amendments to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011.

The Hon. Philip Dalidakis, MP
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade

The foundation plays a significant role in supporting
Victorians affected by problem gambling and fostering
greater understanding and awareness of responsible
gambling in the wider community.

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975, be incorporated into Hansard on motion
of Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills).
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This government recognises the gambling industry is an
important part of our community that provides significant
jobs, entertainment and tourism opportunities. The
government has committed to developing programs and
policies to address the insidious nature of problem
gambling, with a specific focus on the minority of people
who develop addictive and destructive behaviours.
Gambling addiction can have catastrophic consequences
for some people. While gambling is a legitimate
recreational activity, risks must be managed and addiction
must be treated.

The bill amends the act to implement the government’s
election commitment to give the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation an advocacy and policy role.

It works within a public health framework to build the
resilience of Victorians to problem gambling. It achieves
this through undertaking community education and
awareness-raising activities to foster responsible gambling
and promote problem gambling help services, and
undertaking research to inform best practice in problem
gambling treatment and prevention and responsible
gambling communication.
The bill enables the foundation to draw on this knowledge,
expertise and experience, to provide advice to the minister
on matters related to its objectives under the act.
In a similar manner to VicHealth, which has successfully
applied its knowledge and experience in advocating and
providing policy advice to government, I see considerable
opportunity for the foundation to draw on its relationships
with government, industry, health professionals and
community groups to provide the minister with informed
advice to address problem gambling in Victoria.
For this reason, the bill provides for the foundation to
consult with representatives of organisations and other
persons in the exercise of its functions.
Providing the foundation with a legislated advocacy and
policy role will supplement the policy advice the minister
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receives from other bodies such as the Responsible
Gambling Ministerial Advisory Council and the
Department of Justice and Regulation, and support the
government’s decision-making in relation to responsible
gambling policy.

incorporates emerging research, industry best practice and
changes to regulation of the industry by replacing the
current training requirements and approval process with
the requirement to complete a training course approved by
the minister.

The bill amends the foundation’s governance arrangements
in relation to the appointment and dismissal of the
foundation’s chief executive officer.

Victoria has a statutory requirement that gaming venue
staff complete responsible service of gaming training. The
aim of this training is to provide gaming venue staff with
the knowledge and practical skills they need to provide
gambling responsibly and to minimise harm to consumers.
This will enable staff to assist those who may be having
problems with their gambling or gambling at risky levels.

The current absence of responsibility for the board to
appoint and dismiss the CEO is inconsistent with good
governance principles and usual practice within the
Victorian public sector.
The bill provides for the board to be responsible for
appointing and dismissing its CEO subject to ministerial
approval. The bill includes a transitional provision to
provide that the current Governor in Council appointment
will continue until the end of its natural term and may only
be terminated under existing Governor in Council
arrangements.
Finally, the bill amends the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation Act to allow the foundation to
charge fees on a cost-recovery basis in limited
circumstances for some of its education and training
services, subject to the approval of the minister.
Secondly, the bill makes a technical amendment to the
definition of interstate exclusion orders under the Casino
Control Act 1991.
In Victoria, the Chief Commissioner of Police may issue a
written order to prohibit a person from entering or
remaining in a casino or the casino complex if it is
considered necessary in the public interest. The Casino
Control Act makes it an offence for a person who is the
subject of an exclusion order, including an interstate
exclusion order, to enter or remain in the casino.
The offence was established as part of a national system of
casino exclusions arising from a New South Wales
government inquiry into the conduct of the Sydney casino
licence. The inquiry gave rise to the establishment of a
system of reciprocity for exclusions by police
commissioners.
In Victoria, these powers have been used to make orders to
exclude Melbourne underworld identities, suspected mafia
members and outlaw bikie gang leaders from the casino on
public interest grounds.
Despite the intention of the interstate exclusion order
provisions to capture all relevant interstate orders, not all
interstate exclusion orders are made in the same way. For
example, in some states orders are made by the casino
operator at the direction of the Chief Commissioner of
Police rather than by the chief commissioner directly.
The bill removes ambiguity to ensure all interstate
exclusion orders are captured regardless of how the
exclusion orders are made.
Thirdly, the bill makes a number of amendments to the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003.
The amendments enable the government to ensure that the
provision of responsible service of gaming training

Deficiencies in the quality and consistency of responsible
service of gaming training were identified by the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office and the Responsible Gambling
Ministerial Advisory Council, which undertook a review
and made recommendations for change.
The government has been working with the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation and the
foundation to address these issues.
The government is developing a new model for
responsible service of gaming training that will incorporate
the improvements suggested by both the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office audit and the council’s review
and is committed to redeveloping the training to ensure
Victoria has the best training in Australia for staff working
in gaming venues.
The bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act to enable
regulations to be made to specify who must undertake
responsible service of gaming training, the content of the
required training, who is responsible for its delivery and
when it must be undertaken. These amendments provide a
flexible framework for the delivery of responsible service
of gaming training and are the first step in the
implementation of measures designed to improve this
training in Victoria.
Finally, the bill amends the precommitment provisions of
the Gambling Regulation Act to provide that a person must
not disclose information obtained from the precommitment
system to a court.
Precommitment is a vital harm minimisation and consumer
protection measure that will help players control their
gambling and avoid it escalating to harmful levels.
Precommitment is not just for problem gamblers, it is for
everyone who makes the decision to play a gaming
machine.
The Victorian precommitment system will allow players to
set limits on both the time they spend playing gaming
machines and on their losses. The precommitment system
will also enable players to track their play and spending
over time so that they have a clear idea of how much time
and money they spend playing gaming machines.
The precommitment system will capture the personal
details and play history of players who choose to register
for precommitment. The government understands the
concerns about potential misuse of that sensitive
information. Even though there is a general duty for all
persons to keep precommitment information confidential,
the law recognises circumstances under which information
would need to be released. These amendments will help to
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maintain the confidentiality of precommitment information
by prohibiting the disclosure of precommitment
information other than in accordance with the limited
exceptions provided in the act.
De-identified data from the precommitment system will
provide an important source of information regarding
gaming machine play and the use of limits for the purpose
of research and evaluation into the effectiveness of the
precommitment policy.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 29 October.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Diwali and Annakut exhibition
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, the Honourable Robin Scott. It
concerns the wonderful Diwali and Annakut
exhibition that has been held here in Parliament
House this week. The BAPS Shri Swaminarayan
Mandir, in association with various Indian
associations and organisations, has put on a
wonderful display celebrating the upcoming Diwali
festival, which, as you can see, involves the offering
of food to the gods. Many parliamentarians and
visitors have taken advantage of the wonderful
display that our multicultural community has brought
before us this week.
By way of my adjournment matter for the minister, I
congratulate the BAPS Shri Swaminarayan Mandir
on its work. This Diwali and Annakut exhibition in
Parliament House was only possible because of the
inspiration and guidance from His Divine Holiness
Pramukh Swami Maharaj for hundreds of BAPS
volunteers from his Australian sadhu representatives:
Pujya Paramchintan Swami, Pujya Shrijikirtan
Swami, Pujya Adarshmuni Swami and
Pujya Priyachintan Swami.
I ask the minister if he can seek, in a bipartisan way,
support and funding to continue that inspiration and
guidance for an even bigger exhibition in 2016,
involving even more Indian associations and
organisations engaging with us here in Parliament.
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myki fares
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today calls upon the Minister for
Public Transport to consider extending the 2-hour
myki fare to 3 hours for concession healthcare card
holders. At the 2014 state election, the Australian Sex
Party ran an online campaign asking people to vote
for one of three policy ideas that we could champion
if we were successful in being elected to the
Victorian Parliament. Well, here we are! Twentythree per cent of people voted for the introduction of
motorcycle filtering and 35 per cent for freedom from
bicycle helmets, but the winning policy, with 42 per
cent support, was a push for 3-hour myki tickets on
public transport. I am very pleased to be able to
advocate for this policy in Parliament today.
Even though myki was initially rolled out in 2008,
much confusion still exists about the use of the
ticketing system. Furthermore, the limitations of
ticketing times severely impact on people’s ability to
use public transport fairly and economically. If you
live in the northern suburbs of Broadmeadows, South
Morang or Mill Park and try to get into the city on a
2-hour ticket, it is impossible, especially during nonpeak times, when there are only two or three services
an hour. Those needing to travel to the CBD or other
hubs for a job interview or a medical appointment or
just to enjoy the city will almost certainly have to pay
for a full day because of the distances they are
travelling.
In order to allow greater travel flexibility and fairness
as well as providing uniformity across the system, I
call on the Minister for Public Transport to extend the
current 2-hour myki to a 3-hour myki, seven days a
week, for concession healthcare card holders.

Maryborough Education Centre
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister
for Education and is in relation to the Maryborough
Education Centre. I call on the minister to commit
funds to improve the amenity of Maryborough
Education Centre.
The centre is a school where young people of the
Maryborough community can learn and grow in a
supportive, respectful and inclusive environment.
The teachers and other staff have positive and
supportive relationships with their students, which
form the basis of the centre’s work. The
Maryborough Education Centre has received a
number of grants over the years to upgrade parts of
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its grounds. However, further work is required to
improve the amenity of the school. The school is
located on a disused tip and has had issues with
ground contamination, poor drainage and the near
absence of topsoil for many years. The school has
identified ground paths and beautification, front and
centre, as its highest priority.
The education centre is a community centre. It is a
vibrant one, and I take this opportunity to raise these
issues with the minister and seek his action on them.

Bellarine Peninsula police resources
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police, and
it relates to comments made by the member for
Bellarine in the other place. I note my colleague
Mr Ramsay has also raised this issue in this house on
numerous occasions.
The action I am seeking from the minister is some
clarification of the government’s policy position
relating to the Queenscliff, Drysdale and
Portarlington police stations, because in the
Queenscliffe Herald of June 2014 the member for
Bellarine, in a piece she wrote for that publication,
stated:
The shadow minister for police and I are committed to
maintaining all four stations if elected in November, with
Queenscliff, Drysdale and Portarlington operational
16 hours …

The member for Bellarine confirmed this
commitment in government. In Hansard of 28 May
she is recorded as having said there will be:
… extra police to ensure that we can reopen stations that
the previous government closed …

I am seeking some clarity from Minister Noonan
about what exactly the position is in relation to these
three stations because, as he has said repeatedly, the
allocation of resources is a matter for the Chief
Commissioner of Police. But we have the member
for Bellarine, who is now the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water,
committing the then opposition and now government
to this — and once elected she reaffirmed in Hansard
the promise that these stations would be open
16 hours a day. You cannot have it both ways, so I
am seeking some clarity from the minister as to what
exactly the government’s position is about these three
police stations.
By way of further context and background, it is my
understanding — and Mr Ramsay and Mr Morris
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would have a better local knowledge of this than I
do — that Ms Neville’s promise that she often spoke
of before the election has actually not been fulfilled
and that these police stations are not open 16 hours a
day. I am not advocating for interference in the way
that the Chief Commissioner of Police allocates
police resources, but what I am seeking is clarity
about the unequivocal promise that Ms Neville made
on behalf of the then opposition and now the
government. What is the status of the promise that
these three police stations will be open 16 hours a
day?

Social enterprise sector
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister
for Employment. The action I seek is that she visit
the Shire of Cardinia early in 2016 to engage with
local social enterprises and representatives of local
government and other relevant community
stakeholders to discuss how the state government
might best support the establishment of more social
enterprises and the growth of this sector more
generally.
I have spoken on a number of occasions about how
social enterprises already play a very positive role in
our society and our economy. Indeed they are
becoming more common at a very rapid rate
throughout our state. One example that I have talked
about is an event that I attended a couple of months
ago, the Crunch event which was organised by Social
Traders and which was a very interesting forum in
which entrepreneurial social enterprises pitched their
ideas for funding from a range of sources.
In the Cardinia area there are already a number of
very successful social enterprises — for example, the
On Track Cafe at the Toomah Community Centre.
That was the Cardinia Shire Council’s first social
enterprise cafe, and it is being managed by a former
member of this Parliament, Tammy Lobato. I have
eaten there are on a number of occasions. It provides
both amazing food and incredible opportunities for
young people in the area.
I also note that in the Casey Cardinia Business
Awards for 2015 there is a social enterprise of the
year category, and the nominees are Casey North
Community Information and Support Service,
Cranbourne Information and Support Service and
Waverley Industries. Waverley Industries is a major
employer of people with disabilities. It employs over
250 disabled adults in Notting Hill and Hallam.
Those areas are not located in my electorate, but I
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think it is fair to say that there would be many people
from my electorate employed at those locations.
I am very keen to work with the minister, local
government and other stakeholders to try to create
more opportunities for these kinds of enterprises to
flourish and provide opportunities for people from a
range of backgrounds in my electorate so that they
can gain employment and provide other beneficial
services for the community.

Regional and rural roads
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. After listening
to members of this house spend a number of hours
yesterday debating and ultimately condemning the
Andrews government for neglecting Victoria’s
regional road network, I was pleased to read today
that the Great South Coast Group — comprised of
the Colac Otway, Corangamite, Glenelg, Moyne,
Southern Grampians and Warrnambool councils —
has issued a media release on this particular issue.
The title of this media release is ‘Calls for urgent
action on port roads’, and it states:
‘Broken’ freight roads in the Greater Green Triangle
region are putting a $15 billion export industry at risk, the
region’s peak advocacy body has warned.

I was pleased to read what the group’s chair,
Cr Colin Ryan, who is also the mayor of the Shire of
Moyne, said:
‘The timber harvest in the Greater Green Triangle region is
really only just getting started’, Cr Ryan said.
‘We’re expecting a 700 per cent increase in harvest
volumes over the next five to seven years — that equates
to around $15 billion in exports through the port of
Portland.
‘If we don’t take immediate action, all of that will be in
jeopardy’.

I was very pleased to read this media release because
I realise that the majority of members of this house,
as well as councillors from the councils represented
by the Great South Coast Group, understand the
importance of our regional road network. It is
critically important that the minister also understand
the importance of the network.
I ask the minister to commit to following the
coalition’s lead — it was the coalition government
that implemented the very successful country roads
and bridges program — and properly funding
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Victoria’s regional road network, and in particular
roads in the south-west of Victoria.

Rural City of Wangaratta
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Local
Government, the Honourable Natalie Hutchins.
Democratically elected councillors will return to
Wangaratta Rural City Council from October 2016. I
take this opportunity to acknowledge the great work
of the administrators, ably led by Ailsa Fox along
with CEO Brendan McGrath. They are doing a
fantastic job in developing vision and strategic
direction and are working hard to produce positive
outcomes for the residents of the rural city.
This good work followed turbulent years. There were
instances of bullying and intimidation within the
council, and the council was unable to operate
efficiently in the way it should have. The legislation
to formally dismiss Wangaratta Rural City Council
received bipartisan support in 2013. Although in
Victoria we operate under a system of electing
persons to local council, and it is important that the
residents of Wangaratta and the surrounding
catchment area be afforded the right to directly elect
their representatives, it is also important that
community representatives be first rate and that the
candidates the community chooses from be up to the
job. It would be a shame if talented communityminded leaders who live in the area were reluctant to
put their hands up because of historical experiences.
The recent review of the Rural City of Wangaratta
electoral structure that was completed by the
Victorian Electoral Commission has
recommended — and the recommendations will be
accepted — that next year’s election involve seven
councillors elected from one four-councillor urban
ward and three single-councillor wards, ensuring that
a spread of people who are in tune with local issues
will be put forward.
I think councils are most effective when they reflect
the communities they serve. I would love to see fresh
faces, diversity and passion in the candidates for
Wangaratta Rural City Council. I would like the
minister to visit Wangaratta on a bit of a roadshow,
run some forums promoting the return to democracy
and call on those who might be interested to put up
their hands to work with the council to provide
support and development for potential candidates.
This will ensure that we have people who provide the
effective leadership and representation this
community deserves.
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Eastern Beach development
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My matter
is for the Minister for Planning, the Honourable
Richard Wynne. It relates to the development of a
mineral springs spa and wellness centre at Geelong’s
Eastern Beach. The development of a mineral springs
spa and wellness centre on the foreshore at Eastern
Park will provide a significant boost in local, national
and international tourism for Geelong and Victoria.
This is a very exciting infrastructure project, with an
estimated total development cost in excess of
$20 million. Once completed, the mineral springs spa
and wellness centre will attract more tourists and
visitors to Geelong, with the benefits to be felt right
across the local economy.
The project has received strong support from
Tourism Victoria and the Victorian Mineral Water
Committee and complements the tourism
infrastructure priorities for Victoria and the region. In
the 2014 state budget the then coalition government
provided funding of $85 000 towards a $120 000 indepth feasibility study. I would like to take the
opportunity to congratulate a former member for
Western Victoria Region, David Koch, for his
advocacy. The coalition government was keen to
support the project, which forms part of the Eastern
Park master plan and has been a key priority for the
City of Greater Geelong.
The Geelong mineral springs spa and wellness centre
feasibility report considered the project’s financial
viability, social and economic impact and traffic
impact, and included the development of a planning
and environmental strategy. It noted that the centre
would take three years to build, create 84 jobs and
inject $13 million into the state’s economy. It also
involved market engagement to determine what level
of private interest there is in the project. The
feasibility report was tabled at last week’s council
meeting, with councillors voting to continue work on
developing an expression of interest process with a
view to selecting a suitable developer. Once all these
steps have been completed, the City of Greater
Geelong will then consider offering this exciting
opportunity to the private sector via a tender process.
The report indicated guests of the spa and wellness
centre would have 180-degree north-facing water
views of Corio Bay, while ‘enjoying therapeutic
bathing experiences, delightful culinary specialties
and an extensive array of relaxing spa and massage
experiences’. It sounds a bit like an advertisement, I
admit. There is no doubt many locals and visitors
alike will enjoy an experience usually reserved for
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fantastic spa facilities like those at Daylesford. Given
the City of Greater Geelong has now completed the
feasibility report — —
Ms Tierney interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I thank Ms Tierney. I have
been to the Daylesford spa, and I enjoyed that
experience. The action I seek from the minister is that
he discuss with council and the new Geelong
Development Authority, chaired by Peter Dorling,
how the Andrews government can expedite this
exciting project for Geelong and Victoria.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That would save
Mr Ramsay from having to travel to Daylesford.

Workplace learning coordinators
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise this evening is for the attention of the
Minister for Education, James Merlino. It relates to
various comments that have been made by the
shadow minister for training, skills and
apprenticeships, the member for Euroa in the other
place, Ms Ryan, in relation to the Workplace
Learning Coordinators program and a couple of
media releases issued by the Assembly members for
Morwell and Narracan that effectively scaremonger
about a cessation of the Workplace Learning
Coordinators program. They indicate that the review
of the program will lead to a cessation of funding,
which will lead to a reduction in services to assist
people in accessing opportunities to develop skills
and training and transition into employment.
In fact the funding for workforce learning
coordinators was never cut; it was simply being
reviewed by the Department of Education and
Training. This program was only funded until the end
of this year. The former coalition government had
provided no certainty in funding beyond that. The
fundamentals of this particular program are sound,
but it needs to be tailored to ensure that it remains
effective into the future.
The shadow minister has spent an awful lot of time
pushing around misinformation regarding the
program. It is interesting to see that that has now
made its way into media releases from the members
for Narracan and Morwell in the Assembly, claiming
credit for solving what is, by their own design, a
fictitious crisis. Despite the numerous media
interviews and press releases to the contrary from the
shadow minister no funding was ever cut from this
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program and there has been no ‘backflip’, to quote
the shadow minister.
If any workplace learning coordinators have in fact
quit their jobs as a result of this, then the shadow
minister should take personal responsibility for
spreading this misinformation in the media and via
those two members in the other place that the
program has been cut. We are working assiduously to
make sure that this misinformation is corrected. To
that end I call upon the Minister for Education to
immediately provide details of how and when this
program will be delivered and to make sure that we
are able to correct the record on this issue and give
people the confidence around the continuation of this
program and the delivery of services that will assist
and enable Gippslanders to develop their skills and
get the necessary support around workplace learning
in our schools so that they find and keep the jobs they
need and deserve into the future.

Sunbury rail crossing
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to
raise a matter this evening for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and it is in
regard to a long-running sore in the township of
Sunbury that needs to be rectified as soon as possible,
which is the need for a third railway crossing in
Sunbury. At the moment we have two, one at Station
Street, which is a level crossing — which I have no
doubt the government will at some stage in the next
50 or 60 years get around to removing — and we
also have one at Macedon Street, which is a bridge
that some genius at VicRoads closed some years ago
without telling anybody, causing total gridlock from
one end of Sunbury to the other, to the point where
people just left their cars and came and picked them
up the next day.
Mr Herbert — If they are still there.
Mr FINN — Some of them might still be there.
There would be other suburbs, Mr Herbert, where
they would not be there the next day, let me tell you,
or certainly their wheels would not be!
As I said, the need for a third crossing is a matter that
has been ongoing for some years. This need is
particularly strong now that we have had the growth
in housing at Jacksons Hill, which is a very
impressive estate in Sunbury. Of course Sunbury
itself is a rapidly growing area. When I first went
there many years ago it was a country town — —
Ms Fitzherbert — It was a village.
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Mr FINN — It was indeed a village, or a hamlet.
Is there any advance on that? But now Sunbury is
very much an outer suburb which has grown over the
years. Many more thousands of people live in
Sunbury than did so when I first went there in the
1970s. I assume the minister would understand that
this means more traffic and that he would also
understand that this means we need more
infrastructure for that traffic, particularly for those
vehicles that wish to get across the railway line from
one side of Sunbury to the other, or access Vineyard
Road or the Melbourne road on the other side of
Sunbury. I ask the minister to get cracking with
VicRoads and request that it draw up a plan. In fact it
would not surprise me if it already had a plan, but if it
has not done so, to get this project under way soon as
possible. The people of Sunbury need this project to
happen as soon as is practicable.

Fruit tree netting subsidy
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture and it is in regard to the losses that the
Goulburn Valley horticultural industry has faced due
to recent severe weather events, and ways in which
the government can support the industry to protect it
from similar losses in the future. My request of the
minister is that she consider providing a fruit tree
netting subsidy for Victorian orchardists to assist in
the prevention of future loss of crops from
environmental impacts which are outside their
control.
Last Thursday evening I attended a meeting
organised by Fruit Growers Victoria for Goulburn
Valley growers who were impacted by the damage
done to local crops as a result of a recent hailstorm. It
is always disappointing to hear of further bad news
for our local horticulturists, as the industry has had
more than its fair share of hard times in recent years.
After the meeting a group of growers approached me
to suggest that one way the government could assist
would be through the provision of a governmentsubsidised hail-netting program.
New South Wales currently has a state government
subsidy program for netting to protect trees from
flying foxes. This is the same style of netting as hail
netting and would not only help protect trees from
hail damage but would also provide some protection
from frost, offer some shade protection to prevent
further damage to fruit from sunburn and assist with
on-farm water use reduction. The New South Wales
subsidy scheme has the government meeting half the
cost of installing netting, capped at $20 000 per
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hectare, with orchardists taking responsibility for all
ongoing maintenance and replacement costs.
Goulburn Valley growers believe a similar subsidy
scheme for Victoria would be of benefit to the
industry going forward. Our region is vital to the
Australian fresh and preserved fruit market, with
about 90 per cent of the nation’s pears being grown
in the Goulburn Valley as well as a significant
proportion of the nation’s apples and stone fruit.
Whilst a study of the full extent of the damage caused
by last week’s hailstorm is yet to be finalised, early
results, which cover 315 hectares of orchards, show
that in this area growers have lost around 47 per cent
of their apple crop, 65 per cent of their pear crop and
76 per cent of their stone fruit crop. One young
orchardist I spoke to, who has three orchards, had lost
100 per cent of his crop in two orchards and 60 per
cent in the third. Results like this are devastating to
growers and to our broader community. Growers
have faced significant difficulties in recent years,
with several major storm events and drought
conditions over 10 years, with only a small reprieve.
They are now facing further drought.
For the community the loss of the crops will also
mean less employment throughout the fruit season
from direct jobs in orchards, in packing sheds and at
the cannery and also indirect jobs in packaging
products, transport and other areas. In addition to all
of these impacts, there will be a further impact on our
retail sector, which is already suffering. My request
of the minister is that she consider providing a fruit
tree netting subsidy for Victorian orchardists to assist
in the prevention of future crop losses from
environmental impacts that are outside their control.

Diwali festival
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter I wish to raise is for the urgent attention
of the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. I am asking
him or someone in his office to try to resolve a lastminute impasse involving the Melbourne Racing
Club, which manages Sandown Racecourse, and the
police, particularly those at the Springvale police
station. This impasse has emerged in the organisation
of the Diwali festival event that is being held this
weekend, which is probably one of the most
successful events on the multicultural calendar. It is
being organised by Australian Indian Innovations
Incorporated (AIII).
I have attended the festival — as you have,
President — for many years. Typically what I
understand happens is that the cost of the provision of

a number of security guards throughout the venue is
factored into the cost of the overall venue. I believe it
has been 12 in the past, with a couple of people doing
bag searches at the entrance. In addition to that, the
trustees typically hire a couple of guards for VIP
security during the closing ceremony. The crowds
usually number about 10 000, with 3000 to 4000
during peak times.
It has now emerged from discussion between the
Melbourne Racing Club and the police that the police
need to attend as well, and for the police to attend
AIII needs to pay in advance several thousand dollars
in cash. Obviously it is a hurdle that needs to be
resolved. The event is just around the corner. There
has been promotion of it, and obviously there will be
a doubling up of the security arrangements. I am not
aware and nor are the organisers of any particular
trouble or drunken behaviour that they believe the
police are arguing has occurred in the past. It does
require some high-level intervention at very short
notice.
I am asking the minister’s office to assist, and I am
asking because clearly some discussion between the
Melbourne Racing Club and the police needs to
occur to resolve what seems to be a
misunderstanding. It is no reflection on anyone, but
obviously this is an important event, and they do not
have the additional several thousand dollars to pay
security only a few days before the event is
scheduled to take place.
We want to see the event proceed, and of course we
also want people who attend to be secure and safe. I
have never had any issues and have never seen any
disturbances that have caused me concern and none
have been brought to my attention. I believe it is a
misunderstanding and hope the minister’s office can
intervene to resolve it.

Rural and Regional Committee export
inquiry
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture and has to do with her response to a
report that was handed down by the Rural and
Regional Committee — which has been disbanded
and merged into another monster committee — on its
inquiry into the opportunities for increasing exports
of goods and services from regional Victoria. The
government’s response is effectively the one and a
half pages I hold in my hands. The government now
thinks it is okay to interview and take evidence from
130 witnesses over nine months, and for the
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committee to go out and hold seven regional sittings.
And the government’s only reference to the report is
to say it will give further consideration to the
recommendations as it implements its emerging
policy agenda.
We have a situation where under the previous
government, David O’Brien, a former member for
Western Victoria Region, was chair of the Rural and
Regional Committee. The committee travelled the
state and interviewed everybody in relation to how
we can increase our trade in goods and services in
Victoria and how we can improve the goods we send
overseas and interstate. Then we have this incredibly
disrespectful and lazy response, which effectively
refuses to touch on any 1 of the 23 recommendations
handed down by the committee. It simply does not
mention 1 of the 23 recommendations. It does not say
whether the government supports, objects to, or
supports the recommendations in principle. There is
just no reference to them whatsoever.
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appoint an architect to start on the plans for South
Melbourne Park Primary School. There will be no
school on either site anytime soon, so existing
schools in the area need help with gaining some extra
space and resources to cope with increasing numbers
of enrolments.
During 2010 Albert Park Primary School got eight
portable classrooms and another six in 2014. I gather
that finally discussions are happening between the
Department of Education and Training and the
Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources regarding the school taking
into its grounds part of the intersection at Moubray
Street West and Bridport Street next to the pop-up
park. But what is really needed is less talk and more
decision-making. This issue should have been sorted
out well before now, so that Albert Park Primary
School can organise itself for the school year in 2016.
An honourable member interjected.

The report talks about what the government is doing
with its $500 million Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund, and we heard earlier today that
has not even started 11 months in. This is one of the
greatest pieces of snobbery. The government is, in
my opinion, walking away from rural and regional
Victoria, but to let the committee do this work and
abandon it by offering absolutely no response to any
of the 23 recommendations in its one and a half page
response to the whole report is the most amazing
response we could have.

Ms FITZHERBERT — I have already explained
what it is that the previous government did to assist
with extra classrooms. It was quite significant — and
more than your government has provided.

I am calling on the minister to respond to the report
properly by going through and responding to each of
the 23 recommendations in terms of whether the
government supports, does not support or supports
them in principle — that is, to respond in the way
governments have responded to joint committees of
this Parliament and committees of this house for as
long as I have been a member in this house.

The new issue now is toilets. This is critical for the
school given the growing number of students. It
currently has nine toilets for boys and nine for
girls — the teachers have had to give up their own
toilets for the students. Under education department
guidelines this school should actually have 37 toilets
for boys and the same for girls.

Albert Park Primary School
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
The matter I wish to raise on tonight’s adjournment is
for the Minister for Education and it concerns Albert
Park Primary School, which I have spoken about
before in this place. The school has been subject to
enormous growth in numbers. In 2001 it had
278 students; today it has 510 students and next year
it will have around 550 students. What is really
needed is a new school in South Melbourne, but
under this government, work on the Ferrars Street
site has stalled and it has taken nearly a year to

I understand that there is imminent work to create
two more classrooms for 2016 on the second floor of
the main building, but despite this the school will
have no music room, no French room and no library.
All of the books have been boxed up in order to
provide an additional classroom.

The school now finds itself in the ridiculous position
of being offered a portable block of toilets by the
education department but having no room in which to
put this temporary block. I note that unlike many
other schools, Albert Park Primary School opens its
grounds to the local community after hours as a
community resource. More grounds at this school
would mean more outdoor space for locals who have
no personal connection to the school.
The action I am seeking from the minister is for him
to direct the education department to buy or lease the
land at the intersection beside the main playground at
Albert Park Primary School so that it can be
incorporated into the school grounds. This would
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enable the school to plan its building needs for 2016,
including room for an adequate number of toilets.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Is the request for the
acquisition of the land the same request
Ms Fitzherbert made on a previous occasion when
she raised the subject of the school?
Ms FITZHERBERT — I have raised this issue
before, and I am raising the new issue of the toilets,
which has made it even more critical for a decision to
be made now.
The PRESIDENT — Order! But the member is
calling for the same action. I will let it stand tonight,
but adjournment items should be on different matters.
I understand that the toilets are a different issue
within the school’s needs, but if the action is the
same, the member cannot go over that again. For
tonight I will let it stand, as indeed I will let
Ms Shing’s adjournment item stand, despite the fact
that I was concerned that it was focused very strongly
on the actions of a member in another place — an
opposition spokesperson. The adjournment debate is
not really an opportunity to reflect in such detail on
the actions of members in another place. I note that
the member requested an action that I thought was
satisfactory, so I will let that stand.
I will also make one other comment, and for this one
I will stand to add some imprimatur to it. I must say
that I have some concerns about the matter Mr Drum
raised this evening. My concern is not about him
raising that issue, because I think it was most
appropriate that he did so. If in fact the information
he provided to the house tonight, which was not
within my awareness, is the case, then I am most
concerned about the response to the report of a
committee. I would certainly hope not only that the
recommendations might perhaps be readdressed, as
Mr Drum has asked, but that this will not be a
precedent for responses to other committee reports.
As Mr Drum rightly outlined in his adjournment
item, there is significant work put into these reports
by members of Parliament right across the political
spectrum. They involve hearings in many cases; they
certainly involve submissions. Those hearings put
people — stakeholders — to some inconvenience in
terms of meeting our timetables for providing those
submissions and appearing before committees, and it
is certainly unfortunate if a government does not give
a full and proper response to committee
recommendations where so many people have
invested in that work.
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The Parliament goes to a great deal of expense in
funding those committees, often funding hearings
and in some cases even overseas trips and so forth, to
ensure that the best possible information is available
to inform the members of those committees and in
turn the government, and to provide the government
and members of other parties within the Parliament
an opportunity to develop public policy in response
to those committees’ findings. So from my point of
view, if indeed this is the case, as Mr Drum has put
tonight — and I accept that this is the situation — I
will investigate this matter further myself and may
well also write to the government to express my
concerns in the terms that I have expressed tonight.
This is an important matter. Certainly on this
occasion there may be some mitigating factors, and
no doubt the minister responsible, the government
representative in this case, may well be able to
provide some rationale as to why it was not possible
to make a more fulsome response to this particular
committee’s report. I certainly do not see the fact that
the committee has been disbanded or merged with
another committee as a mitigating factor, because the
report has been completed and tabled, and it includes
recommendations.
As I said, it is at the very least discourteous to all
those people — to the committee members
themselves; to the staff who work so assiduously on
these reports, often in their own time as much as in
paid time; and certainly to members of the public or
stakeholders who contribute to those reports by way
of submissions or appearances at hearings — and in
some respects it could almost border on a contempt
of the committee’s process. As a Presiding Officer I
certainly would not wish to see that position
continue.
As I said, there may be some mitigating factors in
this case. Mr Drum is obviously seeking some
information on that and indeed is going further in
terms of calling for a more fulsome response from
the government to the report. There may have been a
timetable issue, and the government may well have
intended to provide a further, fulsome, report — we
will see — but I certainly want to indicate tonight
what I see as the gravity of the matter that was raised
by Mr Drum on this occasion.

Responses
Mr HERBERT (Minister for Training and
Skills) — Before responding to the adjournment
matters I seek your advice, President, on a couple of
aspects of the ruling you just made. Firstly, in regard
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to Ms Shing’s comments, you pointed out that the
adjournment debate is not an opportunity to reflect on
the actions of others in the other place — the shadow
minister in this case. I agree wholeheartedly with
what you said, but I would say there are many
occasions in the adjournment debate when ministers
in the other place are reflected on disparagingly. I can
only assume by your comments that what applies to a
shadow minister should also apply to a minister in
terms of not using the adjournment debate to reflect
disparagingly on ministers.
The PRESIDENT — Order! My concern was a
matter of the degree and the fact that it was a bit of a
setpiece speech. It was more in that context rather
than in preventing a member from raising an issue,
expressing concern and responding to actions of an
individual member of Parliament in the other place. I
think it was a matter of degree. But, as I said, I do not
set the matter aside. Ms Shing ought to expect a
response from the Minister for Training and Skills
and the appropriate minister as she has put that matter
to the house tonight.
Mr HERBERT — On the matter of your
response to Mr Drum’s adjournment matter, I seek
some advice. I should probably know this, but where
there was business, such as a committee report,
before a previous Parliament, what is the case in
terms of the government’s response, or the
Parliament’s response, in the new Parliament? Do
those matters carry over, or are they, by law, assumed
to be finished when that Parliament finishes?
The PRESIDENT — Order! When a Parliament
is prorogued or has finished its session there would
usually be a need for an instrument of the Parliament
to resume an inquiry and to finalise a matter that had
not been completed at the time of an election. In this
case, though, we have a report that was tabled by the
committee before it was merged with another
committee. So we actually have the final document
from the committee. The minister is right that the
government might have taken an attitude. I thank the
minister for raising this.
Let me go a little bit further on that. I believe it is still
incumbent upon the government to provide a fulsome
response in the context of what has been the
historical record, where a committee has provided a
final report. The reason for that goes back to what I
was saying — that is, there is an expectation by the
community. If the Parliament has expended funds on
a report and the committee processes, if the
community has participated in good faith in those
committee processes and if the members of the
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committee finalise their work, then I think it is
necessary for the government to provide that fulsome
response.
As I said, I thank the minister for the query because it
goes to an attitude I have. We have gone back
through our records to check committee reports that
have been tabled where there has not been a response
to those reports. If those reports have been formally
tabled and they are completed reports, then I think
there is still a need to respond to them. Even though
there may have been a change of government, I
believe those reports ought to be responded to. I think
the Parliament has a responsibility to the community
as much as the government has a responsibility to the
Parliament. I thank the minister for the query.
Mr HERBERT — I shall refer to the relevant
ministers the following matters. Mr Ondarchie raised
a matter for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
seeking funding for next year’s Diwali exhibition at
Parliament, seeking to make it bigger and better than
before. I will pass that on to the minister.
Ms Patten had an issue for the Minister for Public
Transport seeking to have 2-hour myki fares
extended to 3 hours for concession healthcare card
holders.
Ms Tierney had a matter for the Minister for
Education seeking funds for the Maryborough
Education Centre.
Mr O’Donohue had a matter for the Minister for
Police asking that he provide information on the
opening of the Queenscliff, Drysdale and
Portarlington police stations.
Mr Mulino had a matter for the Minister for
Employment seeking that she visit and meet with
social enterprises in his electorate.
Mr Morris had an issue for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety seeking funding for regional road
upgrades in the south-west.
Ms Symes had a matter for the Minister for Local
Government seeking that the minister visit
Wangaratta and promote the return of democracy to
the Wangaratta Rural City Council.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HERBERT — I think there will continue to
be a few questions on the Assembly electorates of
South-West Coast and Polwarth coming up.
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Mr Ramsay had a matter for the Minister for
Planning seeking that the minister raise with council
and the planning authority ways to expedite the
north-facing mineral springs proposal for Geelong.
Ms Shing had an issue for the Minister for Education
seeking that he provide information on funding for
the Workplace Learning Coordinators program.
Mr Finn had an issue for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety seeking that VicRoads provide action on
a third railway crossing in Sunbury.
Ms Lovell asked for action from the Minister for
Agriculture seeking that a subsidy be established for
fruit tree netting for orchardists.
Mrs Peulich raised an urgent matter for the Minister
for Multicultural Affairs, seeking intervention and the
facilitation of high-level dialogue between
Melbourne Racing Club, the police and the
organisers of the Diwali festival, which will occur at
Sandown, regarding the costs and necessity of having
police officers at that festival.
Mr Drum raised an issue for the Minister for
Agriculture seeking a more detailed response to a
report that the former Rural and Regional Committee
tabled in Parliament last year.
Ms Fitzherbert raised a matter for the Minister for
Education seeking that the government buy or lease
land for more toilets at Albert Park Primary School.
These matters will be referred to the relevant
ministers.
I have a written response to an adjournment debate
matter raised by Ms Shing on 15 September 2015.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On that basis the
Council will adjourn. I indicate that the Diwali
display in Queen’s Hall that Mr Ondarchie mentioned
has — —
Ms Shing — He ate them all, didn’t he?
The PRESIDENT — I do not think he has eaten
them all. Apparently there is abundant repast there
that people are invited to share. If you are going to
tackle the rice, you will need a spoon. The house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.30 p.m. until Tuesday,
10 November.
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Timber industry
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Agriculture
8 October 2015

RESPONSE:
The criteria and standards for successful regeneration are provided in the Management Standards and
Procedures for Timber Harvesting Operations in Victoria's State Forests 2014 which are incorporated into the
Code of Practice for Timber Production 2014.
The monitoring of VicForests' forest regeneration performance following timber harvesting is conducted
through the Forest Audit Program administered by the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP). The Forest Audit Program audits a statistically representative sample of coupes submitted as
successfully regenerated.
All 224 coupes have been regenerated and have been measured by VicForests as meeting the required standard
for successful regeneration. Certainty that VicForests is meeting a high level of compliance with regeneration
standards is provided by various independent audits, including the Auditor-General in 2013, and DELWP's
Environmental Audit Forest Audit Program.
I am advised that all coupes submitted by VicForests as successfully regenerated over the last three years have
been audited as compliant with the Code.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Special Minister of State
20 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
A cost review of Melbourne Metro Rail Project was commissioned by the Department of Treasury and
Finance, as part of its High Value High Risk project assurance processes.
It is both common and good practice for expert independent cost reviews to be undertaken for very complex
projects. The review is taking place now to ensure the final business case costs are as robust as possible.
DTF has appointed Turner and Townsend for a four week period in October and November to undertake its
review. This is in line with similar engagements commissioned by DTF for other major projects.
Turner and Townsend is an internationally well regarded quantity surveying firm whose expertise will
augment the detailed cost work already undertaken by the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority and its advisers.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The review undertaken by Turner and Townsend will contain commercially sensitive information about the
project and is not expected to be released prior to the procurement process being undertaken.
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Firearms
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Training and Skills
20 October 2015

RESPONSE:
In response to Mr Bourman's question, I am advised by Victoria Police that the requested data cannot be
provided. The LEAP database does not differentiate between indictable and summary offences.
I am further advised that the LEAP database cannot allow for the identification of prohibited persons.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Special Minister of State
20 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Melbourne Metro Rail Authority has identified the need to acquire a total of 15 residential buildings
affecting 63 residential properties, and 29 commercial buildings affecting 31 commercial properties across the
9km alignment for the Melbourne Metro Rail Project.
The Melbourne Metro Rail Authority commenced engagement with landowners and tenants on Monday 19
October. Wherever possible, face-to-face or telephone conversations have been conducted and copies of letters
have been hand-delivered and sent by Express Post.
The Government is committed to engaging with people who face acquisition with sensitivity and respect. The
Government is providing significant notice, with properties not needing to be vacated until 2017.
The formal acquisition process will not begin until the necessary planning approvals have been achieved.
Land owners, residents and businesses whose properties are acquired will be treated fairly and, as appropriate,
compensated for this disruption to their lives. Where surface property is acquired for the project, the
acquisition will be undertaken in accordance with the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986. The
compensation process includes paying independently assessed market value for the property, entitlement to
stamp duty savings when buying another property and reimbursement of reasonable legal, valuation and
relocation costs.
MMRA has been engaging with affected businesses along the project alignment to explain the compulsory
acquisition process and to get a better understanding of the specific circumstances for each affected business.
The Melbourne Metro Rail Authority has a Manager, Business Support Service to work with other staff
members to liaise with affected businesses and traders, to discuss their business requirements, including
possible relocation opportunities, and to provide advice, guidance and referrals to specialist services during this
challenging time.
The Government is committed to keeping the community up-to-date as Melbourne Metro continues to gather
speed and we get closer to the start of major construction works in 2018.
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Public holidays
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
21 October 2015

RESPONSE:
The evaluation process will seek input from interested parties. The issues they choose to raise will be left
entirely up to them.

Grand Final Friday
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

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

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The evaluation process will be finalised before Easter 2016. In keeping with the initial Regulatory Impact
Statement we will be seeking feedback from interested parties.

TAFE board membership
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Dalla-Riva
Minister for Training and Skills
21 October 2015

RESPONSE:
The Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and University Governance Reform) Bill 2015 restores elected
staff directors and the CEO to TAFE boards. It does not provide for the addition of elected students on TAFE
boards.
In 2012, the former Government passed legislation which removed elected staff and students, and CEOs, from
TAFE boards.
The former Government also removed TAFEs' supplementary funding and changed the funding model so they
were paid the same as non-TAFE providers.
The TAFE related changes were justified by the former Government on the basis that TAFE boards needed to
become more corporate in the sector-neutral funding model that had been created. At the time there was
significant stakeholder criticism of the changes to TAFEs, and this Government opposed the change.
Most TAFEs have struggled to adapt to the changes to market settings implemented by the former
Government.
The governance structures put into place by the former Government prioritise commercial practice and
efficiency ahead of the educational and social functions of TAFEs.
TAFEs cannot be governed on the basis of commercial drivers alone. The governance changes proposed in the
Bill mean that TAFE boards will remain fit to govern large public entities and ensure TAFE boards understand
the issues affecting staff, students and the community. Staff have a significant interest in TAFEs. Decisions
that are made by TAFE boards should take into account their views.
These changes fulfil this Government's election commitment and have the support of TAFEs, their staff and
students.
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Vocational education and training
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Training and Skills
21 October 2015

RESPONSE:
As at September 2015 there are 3505 students enrolled in Barista training as part of the Certificate III in
hospitality. In 2014, 6779 students were enrolled in the same course.
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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.

9 October to 22 October 2015
Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
5 August 2015

ANSWER:
As you are aware, the Andrews Labor Government is developing Victoria’s first ever long term plan for public
transport in regional Victoria. The Regional Network Development Plan will set out priorities for regional public
transport services and freight-rail, infrastructure and investment over the next 20 years.
As part of this process this Government held consultation sessions that captured the concerns of public transport
users on this corridor. We will take the needs of the Shepparton community into consideration in the development
of this plan.
It is important to note that the previous coalition government gutted $73 million from V/Line over 3 years and had
a plan to cut 100 jobs which would have affected cleaning crew and station staff.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Public Transport
18 August 2015

ANSWER:
Regional Rail Link (RRL) opened on 21 June 2015 after an eight week delay caused by the failure of the former
Coalition government to order enough trains to run reliable services. Unfortunately, this failure appears symbolic of
the Coalition’s general neglect and underfunding of regional public transport, illustrated by savage cuts to V/Line’s
budget.
The new Regional Rail Link timetable delivers more frequent services, increasing travel options for commuters
from Ballarat and in the growth areas of Bacchus Marsh and Melton. The new timetable includes an extra service
each in the morning and afternoon peak from both Ballarat and Melton to Southern Cross Station. Unfortunately,
with the opening of RRL some services became overcrowded and experienced delays.
To address the issues on the Ballarat line, the Andrews Labor Government is working hard to improve reliability
and increase capacity. Carriages have been added to services to increase their capacity and, as more carriages come
into fleet, V/Line will continue to allocate them to the Ballarat line until demand is met. To improve reliability and
punctuality, V/Line has addressed areas along the line causing speed restrictions. Further, both the Premier and I
have directed V/Line and Public Transport Victoria (PTV) to continue to review the timetable and improve services
for Ballarat line passengers.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Public Transport
18 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 PSO’s 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 Hallam, Lynbrook and
Merinda Park.
Hallam, Lynbrook and Merinda Park 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.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
1 September 2015

ANSWER:
Since February, VicRoads has collected necessary data, which includes observing AM and PM peak traffic queue
lengths, recording traffic volumes, and met with the Hume City Council to discuss possible improvements to the
intersection. VicRoads is continuing to work closely with the Council to finalise design options for a future funding
submission.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
2 September 2015

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government’s commitment is for the construction of the O’Herns Road/Hume Freeway
diamond interchange and the duplication of O’Herns Road. VicRoads is currently preparing a business case, which
will investigate options and recommend solutions for the O’Herns Road project. As part of this investigation and
development work, traffic modelling for the broader road network will be undertaken and will investigate the need
and relevant timing for potential improvements at nearby intersections, including the O’Herns Road/Findon
Road/Epping Road intersection.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
2 September 2015

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to retaining the Healesville Freeway Reservation as public open
space. VicRoads advises me that it is currently working with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning, to progress the surrender of the land to the Crown.
Part of this work will include the establishment of a committee of management to manage the future use of the
land. The committee of management will be responsible for applying for funding and undertaking the community
consultation in developing the plans for the shared bike and walking paths.

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

Ms Lovell
Premier
2 September 2015

ANSWER:
Grand Final Friday was a great day and an opportunity for all Victorians to get together to celebrate Australia’s
national game and spend quality time with friends and family.
Regional Tourism reported a bumper weekend and many businesses enjoyed roaring trades.
The public holiday was an election commitment and we keep our promises. Next year will be even bigger and
better.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
2 September 2015

ANSWER:
To help address increasing demand and growth across the regional rail network, including the Bendigo Line, the
Government is moving to end confusing rules and inequity for some V/Line passengers by applying a consistent
pick up and set down policy across the network. I thank the Sunbury community under the advocacy of local
member for Sunbury Josh Bull for providing their feedback on this matter.
PTV encourages passengers at Sunbury and Pakenham stations to board more frequent Metro services when
travelling to the city, as has long been the case for people using stations such as Sunshine, Broadmeadows and
Dandenong.
In August this year, Public Transport Victoria (PTV) extended a morning and evening service from Watergardens.
PTV is currently investigating extending off peak Watergardens services to Sunbury at the end of the year to
provide more services.
I have also asked PTV to develop longer term options to improve Metro services to Sunbury to ensure growth at
Sunbury can be accommodated through progressive improvements in peak and off peak frequencies.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
4076

COUNCIL

9 October to 22 October 2015

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

Ms Tierney
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
3 September 2015

ANSWER:
The Gunditjmara people, represented by the Gunditj Mirring Traditional Owners Aboriginal Corporation, have
pursued a World Heritage nomination for the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape for over 20 years. During this time,
Gunditj Mirring have actively managed, maintained, and protected their landscape, ensuring the continuation of
their unique and sophisticated eel aquaculture system.
Since 2013, the Office of Aboriginal Affairs Victoria has been liaising with the Commonwealth Department of the
Environment regarding the inclusion of the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape on Australia’s Tentative List of World
Heritage nominations; a requirement for all nominated places. Earlier this year, the Premier wrote to the
Commonwealth Minister for the Environment, Hon Greg Hunt, requesting that Budj Bim be included on
Australia’s Tentative List. I have met with Gunditj Mirring as part of my listening tour of Registered Aboriginal
Parties. The development of a Budj Bim Cultural Landscape World Heritage nomination was discussed when I met
with Gunditj Mirring.
The Commonwealth Department of the Environment recently requested all States and Territories nominate the
places they believe should be nominated for the World Heritage list. In response, the Premier last month again
confirmed that the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape is Victoria’s number one priority for World Heritage listing, and
announced this to the Gunditjmara Traditional Owners on country at Lake Condah. I would like to thank the
member for Western Victoria for attending this event, which I understand was very much appreciated by the
Gunditjmara Traditional Owners. The Commonwealth Government, in consultation with State and Territory
Environment Ministers, will decide by January 2016 which places should be included on Australia’s Tentative List.
We will continue discussions with the Commonwealth Government to ensure the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape has
the best chance of inclusion on Australia’s Tentative List.
The World Heritage nomination can be lodged with the World Heritage Centre once the Budj Bim Cultural
Landscape has been included on Australia’s Tentative List for at least 12 months. The Victorian Government will
work with Gunditj Mirring to develop a nomination which clearly illustrates Budj Bim’s international heritage
significance, and ensures this magnificent landscape is provided the recognition and protection it deserves.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
15 September 2015

ANSWER:
Goulburn Murray Water (GMW) targets the weed Arrowhead because it restricts the flow of irrigation water
through the network and also contributes significantly to the build-up of sediment which impacts service delivery to
customers. Arrowhead is an extensive and prolific aquatic weed within GMW’s irrigation system and is extremely
difficult to treat.
The irrigation season allows only a small window from 15 May through to 15 August each year for annual
maintenance including weed spraying. GMW progressively undertook spraying from 18 May to 27 July 2015 as
the channels to be sprayed were in the appropriate condition for treatment.
This year was the first time that GMW has used a herbicide with the active ingredient Imazapyr to treat Arrowhead
in their channels. The proposed work program was presented and discussed with their customer representative
committees prior to the commencement of maintenance works. These maintenance works were supported by the
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Water Services Committees, and in April 2015 GMW notified all customers along these channels in advance of
applying the treatment and also updated customers again in June and July 2015.
GMW complies with rigorous environmental and health regulatory processes when it used herbicides. Application
of this herbicide was done in accordance with the manufacturer’s directions for use. However, GMW’s testing
showed the herbicide was decaying at a slower rate than specified and as a precautionary measure GMW delayed
its customers from accessing water for irrigation and stock and domestic purposes beyond the traditional start of the
irrigation season. GMW had not anticipated delays to the start of the irrigation season.
GMW worked with it customers to ensure that their water needs were met including carting water for stock and
domestic purposes and undertaking risk assessments for customers that indicated a need to irrigate. While some
customers agreed to delay irrigation, no customers were denied access where an immediate need existed.
GMW has commenced a comprehensive review of all aspects of this year’s program and will continue to work
with its customers via the Water Services Committees to determine the merits of future programs. Importantly the
review will include developing increased knowledge on:
– the risk to crops, animals, aquatic life and the environment of various residual levels of herbicide;
– the behaviour of the chemical in GMW’s channel network and how this differs from manufactures
specifications; and
– physical aspects of the treatment that can be adapted e.g. timing and application methods to ensure risks to
delaying the irrigation season are managed.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
15 September 2015

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for his question regarding engaging perpetrators of family violence to change
their unacceptable behaviour. Family violence is the most serious law and order issue that we face as a community.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to holding perpetrators of this violence to account, while ensuring
that those who want to change their behaviour have the opportunity to do so. That is why the 2015-16 Budget
provides $2.5 million over two years for more places in court-ordered men’s behaviour change programs, for men
who are respondents to family violence intervention orders in certain courts, and for men on Community
Corrections Orders.
Men’s Behaviour Change Programs are available on a voluntary and court-ordered basis, and in the Corrections
context. Importantly, these programs provide support to the partners and ex-partners of men in the program,
ensuring that the safety of women and children is paramount in program delivery.
In the West Division of the Department of Health and Human Services there are eight organisations funded to
deliver voluntary men’s behavioural change programs. These programs are also accessible to men on community
corrections orders. There is one mandated men’s behavioural change program delivered for men within the Ballarat
court catchment area.
The Andrews Labor Government has turned to the Royal Commission into Family Violence to help fix the broken
system. The Inquiry heard evidence into Men’s Behaviour Change Programs and reform in this area will help to
further address this harm throughout Victoria.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
4078

COUNCIL

9 October to 22 October 2015

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Education
16 September 2015

ANSWER:
I refer to the constituency question dated 16 September 2015 from Mr Melhem regarding when the upgrade works
for Tarneit P-9 College and Werribee Secondary College are due to commence and when they will be completed.
I am pleased to advise that both projects have commenced the building design stage. This comprehensive planning
and consultation process is undertaken to ensure the new buildings will enhance the school’s educational outcomes.
The Department of Education and Training has advised me that Tarneit P-9 School Stage 2 is expected to go to
tender in March 2016, with the commencement of construction scheduled in May 2016. The first phase of this
project will deliver brand new classrooms which are expected to be ready for occupation in January 2017. I
understand that the construction of speciality areas will occur in April 2017.
I am further advised that Werribee Secondary College is in the early stages of the design process and is expected to
go to tender in August 2016. Occupation is anticipated to occur by October 2017.

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

Mr Finn
Treasurer
16 September 2015

ANSWER:
Infrastructure Australia recently examined the cost of road congestion in major urban centres as part of the
Australian Infrastructure Audit. For the Melbourne and Geelong areas the cost of congestion was estimated to be
$2.8 billion in 2011. This highlights why the Andrews Government has committed to an integrated package of
transport projects over the next decade that will address Melbourne’s growing congestion challenges (refer to
http://economicdevelopment.vic.gov.au/transport).
Recognising that level crossings are dangerous and a key cause of traffic congestion on Melbourne’s roads, the
Victorian Government will remove 50 level crossings across metropolitan Melbourne. This will provide more
reliable and efficient road networks along Melbourne’s most congested transport corridors.
The Melbourne Metro Rail project will alleviate congestion and allow for 20 000 more passengers to use the
metropolitan train network in the peak hour. An improved rail network with this additional capacity will also help
to address road congestion across Melbourne.
The Victorian Government has already commenced delivery of the first stage of the West Gate Distributor project
that will remove 5000 trucks per day from the West Gate Bridge and significantly ease congestion in Melbourne’s
west. At the same time, a market-led proposal from Transurban for the Western Distributor is being assessed,
particularly with reference to its integration with the broader freeway network and resulting impacts on congestion.
The CityLink-Tulla widening project will significantly increase the capacity of the corridor, allowing for future
growth in business travel and tourism through Melbourne Airport. The Victorian Government is also investigating
a number of innovative solutions that could be implemented to address congestion on Hoddle Street, one of
Melbourne’s most important arterial roads.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
16 September 2015

ANSWER:
Four sites between Timboon and Speedway Road were funded for reconstruction in the 2014-15 program. Three of
these projects have been completed. The remaining section was delayed due to the onset of winter, but it will be
completed by mid-December 2015.
An additional 3.3km section between Speedway Road and Patons Road is funded for rehabilitation in the current
2015-16 program of works. Works are scheduled to commence later this year.
VicRoads advises me that it will continue to monitor the condition of Timboon-Colac Road to ensure safety is the
number one priority.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Training and Skills
17 September 2015

ANSWER:
Ormond College has taken the decision to block access to certain adult sites from their shared internet resource. I
am advised that the basis of this decision is that Ormond College is a values based organisation and that the
material displayed on the sites blocked is inconsistent with College’s stated values, to which all members are
expected to adhere.
Ormond College is the largest residential college at the University of Melbourne with over 400 student residents
from a diverse range of different backgrounds, countries and cultures, who bring a broad range of outlooks and
perspectives, together with equally varied interests.
The University of Melbourne, like all Victorian public universities, is an independent, self-governing institution. As
such, it is inappropriate for the Minister or the Department to intervene in matters such as the one raised. Students
are actively involved in the governance of Ormond College through membership of the College’s governing
council (two current student members), and through the Ormond College Students’ Club.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Families and Children
17 September 2015

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is a proud supporter of men’s sheds. Men’s sheds provide safe, friendly and
inclusive places where men can work together on projects of interest and be connected to their community.
The men’s shed grant program encompasses funding for the construction of new men’s sheds and for the
refurbishment of existing men’s sheds. These grant rounds are typically run on an alternate basis.
On 7 September 2015, I announced funding to support the construction of new men’s sheds in fifteen high need
communities across Victoria. Each of these projects is based on extensive community consultation and has a plan
to grow the involvement of local residents and build strong partnerships with other community organisations like
councils and neighbourhood houses.
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I intend to call for applications for the refurbishment of men’s sheds in January 2016. I know the Member for
Eastern Metropolitan has been a strong supporter of the Manningham Men’s Shed and I will ensure that both you
and the Manningham Men’s Shed are notified when this grant round is announced.

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

Mr Young
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
17 September 2015

ANSWER:
The Victorian government does not routinely undertake surveys of kangaroo populations in Victoria. Kangaroo
populations fluctuate in response to vegetation conditions, which are generally related to climatic variation.
Although kangaroo populations have the capacity to dramatically increase in favourable conditions, they can also
suffer from rapid declines in poor seasons. The Department of Environment, Land Water and Planning (DELWP)
has an understanding of the relative population trends of kangaroos from the numbers of authorities issued
throughout the state for their control. The numbers of authorities issued can also give an indication of the
population trends in specific areas of Victoria.
If kangaroo populations are impacting on members of the community through damaging fences, grazing pressure,
or by posing a road hazard, Authorities to Control Wildlife (ATCWs) can be issued by DELWP to allow their
control. The ATCW system is the established mechanism for land managers and land owners to control problem
wildlife.
Road safety in regional Victoria is a significant concern, the department will work closely with road authorities to
try to address the risk posed by wildlife on our roads.
In regards to kangaroo management on public land, while public land managers may undertake targeted kangaroo
control in areas for damage mitigation, public safety or conservation reasons, they do not undertake culling of
kangaroos for general population control.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Local Government
17 September 2015

ANSWER:
The Transition Auditors’ Report was released on 17 September 2015.
After reviewing the situation and consulting extensively, the Hon Frank Vincent AO QC and John Watson have
recommended that the Government not proceed further with the separation of Sunbury from Hume.
The Auditors expressed concern about the financial viability of a new Sunbury Council, advising that a separation
would risk Sunbury residents facing significantly higher rate increases, a reduction in services and significant
delays in providing much needed community facilities. They also advised that the terms of separation proposed by
the previous Liberal Government were inequitable, inappropriate and gave rise to legal uncertainties.
The Government is carefully considering the recommendations contained in the report.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Education
6 October 2015

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure and has allocated
$730 million to build, upgrade and maintain school facilities across the state.
Unprecedented growth in enrolments across the state has put significant pressure on the Department of Education
and Training’s relocatable asset base. The previous government failed Victorian students by halving the investment
in school infrastructure. When the capital budget is cut by more than half, it has a devastating impact on schools.
To help alleviate these pressures relocatable buildings are used to supplement permanent school facilities across
more than 1500 schools. The Department of Education and Training assesses school enrolment pressures and
moves classrooms around the State to address this demand.
I have instructed the Department to work cooperatively with the school to identify options to improve its permanent
classroom situation and ensure that students have access to appropriate facilities. The relocatable building will not
be moved until required and agreed works including heating and cooling are completed and an outcome is reached
that is fair for all.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 20 October 2015
Kingston waste management
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

15 April 2015

REPLY:
Clause 22.18 to the Kingston Planning Scheme-Materials Recycling in the Green Wedge is an interim policy
designed to protect the environment, amenity and strategic future of Kingston’s portion of the South East Green
Wedge and nearby residential land. The Kingston Green Wedge Management Plan is being implemented by
Council into the planning scheme via various proposed planning scheme amendments. The first of these is
Amendment C143 which proposes to rezone land outside of the Urban Growth Boundary north of Kingston and
Heatherton Roads zoned Special Use Zone-Schedule 2 (Earth and Energy Resources Industry) to a Green Wedge A
Zone.
Amendment C143 also proposes to introduce Clause 22.18 on a permanent basis. The amendment has been
exhibited and was considered by an independent Panel in March 2015. The City of Kingston requested that I
extend the Clause 22.18 interim policy for another 12 months while Amendment C143 is being considered. The
extension of the interim policy was approved on 20 May 2015 via Amendment C146.
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 broader Kingston/Clayton/Dingley Precinct
as an ‘Existing hub of state importance’.
The Statewide Plan recognises that 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.

Public holidays
Raised with:

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

6 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.
The new public holidays will provide additional coordinated leisure time for people to spend with family and
friends and will result in increased social and community benefits for Victorians.
The introduction of public holidays on Easter Sunday and the Friday before the AFL Grand Final is an election
commitment of the Andrews Labor Government, and the Government is undertaking the correct process to deliver

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
4084

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

on this commitment as required under the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994. Victorians work hard, and deserve
these public holidays. The Andrews Labor Government is delivering our election promises.
The Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 requires that a Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) be carried out prior to the
introduction of the new public holidays via notice in the Victorian Government Gazette.
An independent RIS process to analyse the costs and benefits of introducing the two new public holidays was
undertaken. The RIS process included a number of stakeholder consultations with businesses, business and industry
associations, social service organisations, religious organisations, employee unions, and the AFL, to gauge the
expected impacts of introducing the public holidays.
Stakeholder feedback has fed into the analysis contained in the RIS to provide an estimate of the costs and benefits
of the new public holidays. The analysis in the RIS was verified by the then Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission, and the document, including the estimated costs and benefits, has been published.
In order to implement the Government’s commitment to introduce Easter Sunday 2015 as a public holiday, a
Premier’s exemption certificate was issued which allowed for the holiday to be gazetted prior to the completion of
the RIS. This approach provided certainty for businesses and employees, and adheres to the requirements of the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.
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.
I recently met with the Geelong Chamber of Commerce, and had a productive discussion with Bernadette Uzelac
and chamber members. As Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, I look forward to continuing to
continue 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.

Weed management
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Mulino

Raised on:

18 August 2015

REPLY:
The Roadside Weeds and Pests Program provides valuable support to councils to clear weeds and pests from rural
roadsides. This roadside treatment is essential to protect the State’s $11.4 billion per annum agricultural production.
That is why so many Victorians were disappointed and confused as to why the previous Liberal Government did
not fund the program beyond 2014-15.
I am pleased to advise that the Andrews Labor Government is providing $5.2 million over the next two years for
the continuation of the program. Under this program a number of new initiatives have been approved, including an
increase in the maximum grant from $50 000 to $75 000 per year and an expansion of eligible weeds to include
‘restricted weeds’. This increases the number of weeds that can be treated by 85 across the State.
Yarra Ranges Shire Council will receive an additional $4732 under the new program and will receive $30 824 in
both 2015-16 and 2016-17. This will be valuable in treating the wide array of weeds that are found across Yarra
Ranges’ rural roads. I understand Yarra Ranges allocates the majority of funding to treat the blackberry weed,
which is found on approximately 45 roadsides. The funding will also be used to treat St Peter’s Wort and a range of
broom weeds as well as the removal of vegetation to reduce rabbit burrows. The additional funding provided under
the 2015-2017 program will be of great assistance in treating weeds and pests across the Yarra Ranges Shire.
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Increasing this vital funding is just one of many ways in which the Andrews Labor Government is supporting
Victorian councils and their communities. This stands in stark contrast to the Federal Government which has cut
Financial Assistance Grants, costing Victorian councils over $200 million over 3 years.

Beach Road truck curfew
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

18 August 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is working closely with the Cities of Port Phillip, Kingston and Bayside and the
Victorian Transport Association to review the way trucks use Beach Road and whether the current curfews are
appropriate.
As promised before the last State Election, the Government is preparing to trial camera technology to assess
compliance with the existing curfew and understand truck movements. As part of the trial, the Government will be
seeking community input and will welcome feedback about truck activity along the Beaconsfield Parade/Beach
Road corridor. Any change to the existing curfews will only be considered in partnership with the relevant
stakeholders as we work towards finding a balance that meets the needs of truck operators and the local
community.

Fogartys Gap Road–Calder Highway, Ravenswood South
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

19 August 2015

REPLY:
As I have previously advised, VicRoads is working closely with the Victoria Police and the Mount Alexander Shire
Council to identify appropriate safety measures by analysing past crash patterns in relation to the Fogartys Gap
Road-Calder Highway intersection, Ravenswood South.
Any proposal for an improvement project following this analysis will be evaluated and if appropriate, considered
for a future funding program.
In the meantime, VicRoads advises me that it has recently reduced the speed limit to 80 km/h. This will give
drivers more reaction time when faced with a crossing vehicle that may have failed to give way.
VicRoads will continue to work with Victoria Police and the council to improve safety at the intersection, and to
monitor the safety of it.
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Public transport regional network
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

1 September 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is developing Victoria’s first Regional Network Development Plan. A significant
consultation program has recently concluded with over 1500 people attending workshops across regional Victoria.
Each piece of feedback gathered in the workshops, through surveys and through online discussion forums, is being
individually logged and analysed to feed into the plan.
Further, at the completion of workshops in each region, a Conversation Summary is released, that is published on
PTV’s website and sent to all workshop attendees who registered their attendance.
The Conversation Summary for the Gippsland region and Grampians region have been published, and can be
accessed at getinvolved.ptv.vic.gov.au. I am advised that publication of the Hume region and Loddon-Mallee
region Conversation Summary is imminent, with the Barwon South-West Conversation Summary to be published
in October.

Regional and rural gas supply
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

1 September 2015

REPLY:
To extend the natural gas pipeline network to new towns or areas, gas distributors are required to demonstrate that
such investments are economic. To satisfy this test, revenue earned from the extension must cover the capital cost
of the project plus a set rate of return as determined by the Australian Energy Regulator.
There are two main drivers that determine whether a town will meet this commercial test; distance from the
existing network, and the expected demand for gas from residential, commercial and industrial customers. Other
local and environmental factors will also impact on project economics. In the case of Bulla, local factors such as
low residential density and the seasonal nature of demand will also impact on project economics.
To gain the best chance of making a gas extension project successful, residents tan approach distributors as a group
or work with the local council to coordinate an extension proposal.
To assist residents to reduce their heating costs, other cost effective alternatives to a gas extension may exist, as
many alternative technologies have significantly improved and matured in recent years. Electric heat pumps and
solar hot water, for example, are frequently cost competitive with gas alternatives at present. The Government
makes information available to help households choose the best appliances for them.
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Mordialloc bypass
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

2 September 2015

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that it completed a feasibility study for the Mordialloc Bypass in 2014. The Study considered
a number of options to meet current and future transport needs within the local area, as well as identifying
infrastructure requirements within the existing Mordialloc Bypass Reservation.
The feasibility study, which included stakeholder and community consultation, identified a number of localised
network issues within the Mordialloc Bypass Corridor. VicRoads is commencing the development of a Network
Corridor Strategy, which will identify short to medium term transport solutions and priorities.
As part of this strategy, VicRoads will identify the timing of the Mordialloc Bypass to ensure funding is sought at
an appropriate time.

Greater Shepparton airfreight port
Raised with:

Treasurer

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

3 September 2015

REPLY:
I met with the City of Greater Shepparton and the Committee for Shepparton on Friday 18 September 2015 to
discuss the lease of the Port of Melbourne.
The Coalition also took the port lease to the Election in 2014, and I note that the Coalition at the time did not
earmark any of the proceeds to regional Victoria.
Alternative sources of funding for feasibility study work could be the Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
recently announced by the government or the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund. The aim of both of these
funds is to support development and job creation in regional areas.
I note that Regional Development Victoria is currently co-funding a Shepparton Aerodrome Relocation Feasibility
Study with the City of Greater Shepparton. The Study is well under way with a consultant having been appointed to
undertake the study.
Inland port rail is a matter for the Minister for Ports.
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Glenroy level crossing
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Ondarchie

Raised on:

3 September 2015

REPLY:
The Government is committed to removing 50 dangerous and congested level crossings across Melbourne,
including Glenroy Road. We have made great progress so far and are well on track to remove 20 level crossings by
the end of 2018 and all 50 by 2022.
The level crossing at Glenroy Road is a complex intersection and requires a well considered solution that provides
the best outcomes for the community, road users, rail passengers and pedestrians.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is currently undertaking detailed investigations of all level
crossing sites to determine a removal schedule that minimises disruption to our road and rail networks, responds to
the risks, opportunities and complexities of each site, and allows sufficient time for meaningful consultation with
community and stakeholders.
Government is awaiting the recommendation of the LXRA on the schedule for removing all level crossings,
including the Glenroy Road site.
The Andrews Labor Government has always identified the lease of the Port of Melbourne as the funding source for
the removal of level crossings. When in government the Coalition supported the lease but have since decided to
oppose the funding for the Level Crossings Removal Program.

Goulburn Valley Health
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to providing the Goulburn Valley community with the most
appropriate health service facilities. The State Budget announcement of $1.0 million for planning and development
work for Goulburn Valley Health’s Shepparton campus will enable the progression of planning for the Shepparton
campus of Goulburn Valley Health (including detailed capital planning and costings).
However, after four years of cuts inflicted upon our health system by the former government, it will take time to
address all the pressing service needs faced by health services across Victoria.
For Goulburn Valley Health service planning to identify the future health service requirements for its primary and
extended catchment areas was completed earlier this year.
The service plan has provided a ‘road map’ for the future development of the health service over the next
5-10 years and specifies the major areas of service development and changes to models of care required to address
future needs.
This planning was essential to inform the subsequent masterplan and feasibility studies for the Shepparton campus
of Goulburn Valley Health and to ensure that the funding requirements for the redevelopment are properly
understood. These key tasks are being undertaken with the support and involvement of the Board and Executive of
Goulburn Valley Health.
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The masterplan and feasibility studies will further refine the recommendations of the service plan and will underpin
the next stages of the planning and development work for the Shepparton campus of Goulburn Valley Health.
This work will be informed by input from the new Community Advisory Group, being chaired by the Member for
Shepparton District, Suzanna Sheed MP, which will ensure the community needs are at the centre of the
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health.
I look forward to progressing this work with Shepparton’s new local member.

Justice impact assessments
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
In its 2014 “Call to the Parties” document, the Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) called for the
“Introduction of a Victorian framework for Justice Impact Assessments to be undertaken for regulatory
proposals, similar to the current United Kingdom (UK) model which may be administered by an independent
body.”
None of the responses provided by the parties, including that from the Greens, specifically addressed the proposal.
I note that in the UK, the “Justice Impact Test” is a mandatory part of its Impact Assessment process, which
appears to be broadly similar to Victoria’s regulatory impact statement (RIS) process. It aims to assist policymakers
to minimise the impact of policy decisions on justice systems. For all policy proposals, policy officers must
determine whether the proposal affects the justice system and, if it does, must quantify the impact and consider
alternatives. It appears that the assessment is carried out by the home department, with support from the Ministry of
Justice.
The impacts considered through the process include criminal and civil justice system impacts, such as the effects
on: applications for legal aid, court workloads, costs of enforcing civil penalties, demand for prison places,
caseloads of prosecutors and probation officers, training needs of investigators, prosecutors and others, and
volumes of litigation. These impacts commonly arise where policies involve the creation of new offences,
increasing the penalty for an offence, inserting appeal rights or changing the grounds on which civil applications
can be made.
Existing consideration of justice system impacts
In Victoria we do already have some formal mechanisms for considering the impact of legislation.
Where primary legislation or new regulations are proposed that will have a significant economic or social burden
on a sector of the public (generally, involving an estimated cost of $2m or more), including a sector in the justice
area, such a proposal will typically require the preparation of a Legislative Impact Assessment (in the case of
legislation) or a RIS (in the case of regulations) to comprehensively evaluate the costs and benefits of the proposal.
A RIS is required to contain an assessment of the social impact of the proposal, plus an assessment of likely
administration and compliance costs including resource allocation costs. The focus of the process is on the
regulatory and compliance burden imposed by the policy.
All bills are also accompanied by a statement of compatibility with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006. These statements consider the impact of each bill on the rights protected in that Act, and
explain how any impacts are justified. These statements are then scrutinised by the Scrutiny of Acts and
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Regulations Committee (SARC). SARC regularly poses questions to Ministers about statements of compatibility
and Ministers’ answers are made public.
It does not take a new formal process to ensure that government considers the impacts of new legislation on the
justice system.
The government will always consider the impact of legal reforms to the criminal justice system on the courts,
prisons, legal aid funding and prosecutions. In preparing any proposal that will have an impact on the civil justice
system, the government will consider the scale of those impacts, and will attempt to quantify costs wherever
possible.
This is part of the job of preparing legislation. Evaluating impacts always involves comprehensive consultation
with affected stakeholders in the justice system, including the courts, the corrections system, police, and the legal
profession. Different bills require different approaches to this task. Some bills will have a minor impact-perhaps on
only one part of the system, while others will bring change across the system. One mandatory statement will not
suit every project.
I also note that the effectiveness of impact assessments in shaping government policy is unclear. One UK review
suggests that impact assessments generally are often not an integral part of policy decision making, and are
frequently conducted after policy decisions have already been made.
This government would prefer to continue to consider the impact of any justice system reform in a meaningful way,
tailored to each proposal, as part of the policy development process.

Warrnambool Base Hospital
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to the delivery of appropriate health services in the most suitable
settings.
Following four years of cuts and significant underinvestment in capital inflicted upon our health system by the
former government, the needs right across our state are great, and addressing them will require significant funding
and appropriate sequencing.
That’s why in the recent State Budget we committed $560 million to build and expand hospitals right across
Victoria.
The Department of Health and Human Services will continue to work together with local health organisations in
strengthening and building upon the existing health system and infrastructure to ensure access to quality,
contemporary and sustainable health services are provided to Victorian residents.
The current masterplan for the Warrnambool campus of South West Healthcare will form the basis of future capital
funding consideration by the Department of Health and Human Services and the government.
I am passionate about improving the health and wellbeing of Victorians and will continue to work with local
communities and health services on developing their priorities.
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Benalla Gold Cup
Raised with:

Minister for Racing

Raised by:

Ms Symes

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
The Australian Football League (AFL) Grand Final public holiday was fitting recognition for one of the biggest
events on the Australian sporting calendar, giving families a day to enjoy everything Victoria has to offer before the
focus shifted to the big game at the Melbourne Cricket Ground.
I was delighted to accept the kind invitation from the Benalla Racing Club and, along with the member for
Northern Victoria, the member for Euroa and the Member of Gippsland East, attended what was a great day for
Benalla and country racing.
The Benalla Gold Cup was run on the Grand Final public holiday and proved to be an outstanding success. The
crowd was up to 4352 from last year’s figure of 1896 — an increase of 2456. Gate takings were up 135%,
on-course wagering was up 80%, dining and hospitality packages were up 350% and the club added 800 new
names to its contact list.
The day proved an enormous success for Benalla with people flocking to the region for a fantastic race meeting and
to sample the town’s hospitality.
The government is proud to have backed the Benalla Gold Cup with $66 000 from the Victorian Racing Industry
Fund’s Raceday Attraction Program. The funding provided an array of entertainment including live music, kids
activities and an AFL themed marquee featuring Nathan Brown, Danny ‘Spud’ Frawley and Cam Mooney.
Racing plays a vital role in the social and economic makeup of country towns and Benalla Gold Cup Day is one of
the major annual events that brings together the local community.
As long as the day remains a public holiday, Country Racing Victoria (CRV) will back the Benalla Gold Cup
meeting and the government will continue to support CRV.

Holi festival
Raised with:

Minister for Multicultural Affairs

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
Prior to the member raising the issue in Parliament, on 7 September 2015, I wrote to the President of Australian
Indian Innovations, Mr Vernon Da Gama, confirming the Government’s commitment to provide $30 000 per
annum from the 2015 Budget, over the next four years for the Holi Festival in the South East.
I understand that the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship followed up my letter with the Australian
Indian Innovations and is presently working with the organisation to finalise a funding agreement and grant
payment as soon as possible.
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Bulla landfill
Raised with:

Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for raising this matter. There is no doubt that the management of the
Bulla Tip and Quarry has caused concern among local residents and I would like to assure you that I take the issue
very seriously. Management of this site must be rigorous and put public safety first.
The Bulla Tip and Quarry has an EPA licence to accept solid inert waste and asbestos waste. EPA has been
monitoring and investigating management at the site since 2014, in addition to normal inspections. EPA inspected
the site 18 times since 2013, most recently on 18 September 2015.
In the last year and a half, EPA has served five pollution abatement notices in relation to the site. Three of these
have resulted in remedial works and the remaining two continue to be in force. On 4 August 2015, EPA served a
new notice to improve litter controls which included the installation of fencing currently being constructed at the
premises. In the last 12 months, EPA has issued two penalty infringement notices in connection with the site.
As a result of community reports, EPA has investigated and identified that the most recent licence amendment to
allow Bulla Tip and Quarry to have a separate asbestos disposal area did not follow EPA’s usual stringent approval
processes. EPA is taking action to amend the site licence to include additional asbestos management requirements.
EPA also served a direction in writing to Bulla Tip and Quarry to immediately cover asbestos at the landfill until
the licence amendment is issued. The amended licence will be accompanied by a notice requiring environmental
auditor verification of cell design for EPA approval.
The EPA ordered an independent review into all its landfill licences following the investigation into community
concerns over the BTQ Bulla landfill site. This review has been completed and the EPA has accepted all
recommendations from the review to strengthen its processes for the licensing of landfills. The EPA will continue
to monitor compliance undertaken to ensure all tips are operating within environmental frameworks.
In relation to Bulla Tip and Quarry I have asked EPA to work much more closely with the local community. EPA
is briefing local community groups and individuals, and has also allocated its Regional Manager to follow up on all
community concerns raised about the site. EPA CEO Nial Finegan has met with BTQ, local community members
and the Member for Sunbury to ensure their concerns are being heard and all stakeholders are aware of actions
EPA is taking.

Orchard Grove Primary School
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in school facilities and has allocated $730 million in the
2015-16 Budget to build, upgrade and maintain school assets. 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 former government.
I understand that Orchard Grove Primary School’s plumbing issues present a significant challenge to the school.
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I am advised that the Department visited the school on 13 July to investigate reports of a blocked staff toilet, and
that works have since been completed to replace the damaged drain. A Department representative attended the
school on 17 September to assess concerns regarding more extensive plumbing maintenance works. As a result of
this meeting, qualified consultants will now complete a full audit of the school sewage network.
I have asked the Department to continue to work closely with Orchard Grove to ensure that its premises are safe
and well maintained.

John Fawkner Private Hospital
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Davis

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
The permit application for the redevelopment of the John Fawkner Hospital in Coburg was called in by the Acting
Minister for Planning on 12 January 2015. I appointed an Advisory Committee in March 2015 to consider the
application. The Advisory Committee finalised its report and submitted it to me on 28 August 2015. I am currently
considering the report and will make a recommendation to the Governor in Council in due course.

Waranga Memorial Hospital
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Fitzherbert

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
Following four years of cuts and crisis inflicted upon our health system by the former government, the needs right
across our state are great, and the Andrews Labor Government is committed to undertaking the work required to
ensure Victorian have access to high quality health services close to home.
Service planning to identify the future health service requirements for the primary and extended catchment area of
Goulburn Valley Health was completed earlier this year. The Service Plan recommended the two facilities in
Rushworth be co-located and consolidated, along with an increase in ambulatory care services.
The recommendations of the Service Plan have been incorporated into the subsequent Masterplan and feasibility
study for the Waranga campus of Goulburn Valley Health that has recently been completed by Billard Leece
Partnership (Architects).
This work will form the basis for further planning and development work for the Waranga campus of Goulburn
Valley Health and is a necessary pre-cursor to any future funding consideration for the redevelopment of the health
service.
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Victorian Multicultural Commission
Raised with:

Minister for Multicultural Affairs

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Multicultural Commission (VMC) is a critical entity in promoting participation, understanding,
cohesion and harmony. It is an important conduit of information and communication between Government,
culturally, linguistically and religiously diverse communities and the broader community.
As the member would be aware, the quorum requirements for the VMC are set out in section 19 of the
Multicultural Victoria Act 2011.

Family violence
Raised with:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

16 September 2015

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for raising this important matter with me. There is no issue of more importance to
the Andrews Labor Government than tackling family violence. The 2015-16 Budget provides $81.3 million to
address and respond to family violence across Victoria.
Royal Commissions shine light on an issue unlike anything else and this budget has been designed to ensure that
those impacted by this harm and frontline services are supported. That’s why the budget included a $16 million
Family Violence Fund to respond to critical or unforeseen demand on services.
The Andrews Labor Government has already hit the ground running to ensure that all Victorians feel safe, no
matter where they live, go to school or work. As a government our policies are being driven with an understanding
of the intrinsic link between gender inequality and family violence. That is why we are implementing family
violence leave across the public sector, committed to having 50% of women on our boards and courts by 2018, and
establishing a respectful relationships program across the Victorian Curriculum.
I recently met with the Ballarat Centre Against Sexual Assault to discuss their work. Ballarat CASA was provided
funding from the budget to allow for an additional 75 episodes of support each year over four years to victims and
survivors of sexual assault. I would like to take this opportunity to thank the staff at Ballarat CASA for their
unwavering dedication to tackling violence in this region.
In regards to the Personal Safety Initiative funded in the budget, the Minister for Families and Children recently
announced an expression of interest process and that the pilot is scheduled to commence this year. This initiative
will help more women and children to remain safe in their homes and will hold more perpetrators accountable for
their actions.
While significant progress has been made, we don’t have all the answers. That’s why we have turned to the Royal
Commission into Family Violence for expert advice to help fix this system that for far too long has been broken. I
look forward to the Inquiry’s findings that will help determine longer term policy in this area and enable best
practice to be implemented across Victoria.
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Myamyn-Macarthur Road
Raised with:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Raised by:

Mr Morris

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
At the end of March 2015, VicRoads installed temporary 80 km/h speed limit signs for 6 km of the eastern end of
Myamyn-Macarthur Road. VicRoads advises me that this speed limit will remain until more significant repairs are
completed.
VicRoads will continue to inspect and monitor Myamyn-Macarthur Road, and will perform routine maintenance
activities to keep the road in a safe condition. These works will include grading of gravel shoulders to minimise
edge drop offs and vegetation trimming to ensure sight distances are maintained.

Waverley Park powerlines
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
I fully understand the variety of differing views expressed by the Waverley Park residents. In appointing the
Waverley Park Transmission Lines Advisory Committee (Advisory Committee), the former Minister for Planning
required the Advisory Committee to consider a range of complex issues in regard to health, safety, visual impacts,
technical electrical requirements, costs and timing between the undergrounding and not undergrounding the
overhead power lines and planning law.
In addition, the main non-planning ground put forward by some residents opposing the request by Mirvac to amend
the planning permit, is an alleged breach of their contractual agreement to underground the transmission lines.
My department are in the process of briefing me on this matter and as it is still under consideration I don’t consider
it appropriate to meet with the Waverley Park Residents Action Group, who I understand have just five members.

Sunbury municipality
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
Since being appointed, the Transition Auditors have carried out a comprehensive consultation process that saw
them provide easily accessible information to the community, receive over 100 written submissions and meet
directly with many community members in Sunbury and across the Hume municipality.
Having considered all of the evidence, the Auditors concluded that, if a separate Sunbury council is established,
Sunbury residents will be disadvantaged due to significant rate increases and/or a reduction in services and capital
works. The Transition Auditors also found that arrangements for separation contained in the Order in Council made
by the previous Government were not equitable or appropriate to guarantee the continuing delivery of services in
the transition to a new council and possibly beyond.
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The Auditors’ report has now been released and the Government is carefully considering the recommendations
contained in the report.
I would like to place on record my appreciation of Hon Frank Vincent AO QC and Mr John Watson’s work as
Transition Auditors. This is a highly emotive issue in the community and they have both performed their role with
diligence, integrity and distinction.

Kindergarten funding
Raised with:

Minister for Families and Children

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

17 September 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The new educator to child ratios are a vital part of the National Quality Framework and an important reform that
will deliver a higher standard of early childhood education and care. The improved ratios will allow staff to
increase individual attention to each child and support better learning outcomes.
The former Coalition government had four years to assist the early childhood sector to prepare for the new ratios,
but failed to act.
They let the industrial dispute for kinder teachers and educators drag on for two years without any action, which
compounded uncertainty for the sector in the year that they are planning to transition to the new ratios.
They also failed to secure funding certainty from the Federal Government regarding the future of 15 hours of
kindergarten. As a result, the announcement of 2016 kindergarten funding rates was delayed due to the negotiation
of the National Partnership on Universal Access to Early Childhood Education for 2016 and 2017.
By contrast, the Andrews Labor Government has taken swift action to support the sector to prepare for the new
ratios, to support the parties to reach industrial agreement, and to secure funding certainty for 15 hours from the
Commonwealth Government.
On ratios, implementation requires a shared commitment from Government, service providers and families, which
is why the Andrews Labor Government is investing up to $83.7 million over four years to support kindergarten
services to transition to the new requirements. This significant investment will provide additional per child funding
supplements for all sessional kindergarten groups with 23 or more enrolments as a significant contribution to the
cost of employing an additional educator.
The Government has also ensured that capital funding has been available to expand the licensed capacity of
kindergarten facilities through a new grant category within the $50 million commitment to build and upgrade
kindergartens.
A range of additional supports are available through the Department of Education and Training to support services
with the transition to the improved ratios. The Department has also engaged the Early Learning Association of
Australia to provide tailored advice to services.
On 5 October, I advised the sector of provisional 2016 kindergarten funding rates, noting that these are contingent
on finalisation of the National Partnership on Universal Access to Early Childhood Education for 2016 and 2017
with the Commonwealth. This includes an increase to the ratio supplement.
Victoria has a long history of providing contributory funding for kindergarten-where parents share the costs with
government. Under the historical funding formula for kindergarten services, government contributes 65 per cent of
costs, and parent fees, fundraising and other sources contribute 35 per cent.
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All children with a health care concession will continue to receive 15 hours a week of free kindergarten in the year
before school as part of the Kindergarten Fee Subsidy program.

Morwell tech school
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Shing

Raised on:

7 October 2015

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Tech Schools initiative is an integral part of the Andrews Labor Government’s vision to make Victoria the
Education State. We are investing $125 million to establish ten Tech Schools across metropolitan and regional
Victoria, including one in Gippsland. We have started by committing $8 million in this budget to commence
planning and building local partnerships.
The Gippsland Tech School will be shaped by a local partnership comprising schools, TAFE, university, local
government, industry body representatives, individuals and community organisations. It will be a centre of
excellence which will use leading edge technology, discovery and innovation to deliver education and training to
secondary students from government and non-government schools.
This is a really exciting initiative that will provide new opportunities for young Victorians to discover and develop
the skills they need for lifelong learning and future careers.
The commitment of $125 million provides for the establishment of ten centres of learning excellence. Each Tech
School will have a Director to provide educational leadership and oversee the development of educational
programs. These educational programs will inspire and engage students in an interactive learning environment
equipped with leading edge technology and teaching programs focused on discovery and learning by inquiry.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 21 October 2015
University Hospital Geelong funding
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Ms Wooldridge

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is providing hospitals with extra funding to ensure Victorians can get the care
they need when they need it. The recent state budget provided an additional $970 million in funding for hospital to
manage additional demand.
In 2015-16 Barwon Health will received $440.9 million in funding, an increase of $20.2 million on the previous
year.
The Andrews Labor Government is also establishing Better Care Victoria, a body made up of experts from across
the health sector focused on improving the health system’s approach to innovation in order to increase service
capacity.
Decisions around service delivery and allocation of resources are a matter for health service management and their
board. However, new facilities are often built with additional capacity in order to respond to future demand through
phased opening of new facilities.
After four years of cuts to the health system by the former Liberal Government, the Andrews Labor Government is
working hard to improve the health system to ensure families right across Victoria and in Geelong can access the
health services they need and deserve.

Women’s participation in sport
Raised with:

Minister for Sport

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is leading the way in our strategy to provide opportunities for more women and girls to
get and stay active. Earlier this year I announced an Inquiry into Women and Girls in Sport and Active Recreation
and appointed an expert Advisory Panel to undertake the Inquiry. The Advisory Panel has been investigating how
to enhance participation by women and girls in sport and active recreation and to identify ways to increase their
engagement in leadership and governance roles. To help inform the Inquiry a series of community consultations
have been held in regional centres and in Melbourne to better understand the case for change and to identify
practical ideas and actions that could influence change.
The Advisory Panel is expected to deliver their final report, including recommendations and a practical action plan,
to me in the coming months. This report will be one of a number of inputs which will help inform and guide
Victoria’s future investment into women and girls in sport and active recreation.
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This year Victoria has invested approximately $450 000 towards the development and delivery of program
initiatives to support greater inclusion and engagement of females in sport and active recreation in Victoria.
In June this year I announced the $100 million Community Sports Infrastructure Fund that includes a $10 million
Female Friendly Facilities Fund which supports facility development to encourage greater participation by women
and girls in sporting and recreational activities. In addition the Government has made a commitment of $9.6 million
over four years for the development of 64 competition-ready netball courts in four inner Melbourne municipalities
and support for the continuation of the Country Football and Netball Program.
In response to a paper led by Victoria the Meeting of Sport and Recreation Ministers has agreed to ask the
Committee of Australian Sport and Recreation Officials to develop an options paper on approaches to improve
women’s participation in sport and leadership roles and the profile of women’s sport.
Victoria’s ongoing investment in sport and recreation actively seeks to ensure that both program and facility design
provides benefits to all Victorians, and I am particularly proud of the focus that we have placed on providing more
opportunities for women and girls.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 22 October 2015
Gunaikurnai community, Gippsland
Raised with:

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs

Raised by:

Ms Shing

Raised on:

15 September 2015

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to improving access to services and outcomes in relation to health,
employment opportunities, and education and training for all Aboriginal people, including the Gunaikurnai people.
The Victorian Aboriginal Affairs Framework 2013-2018 (VAAF) commits to an ambitious but achievable set of
targets to close the gap in outcomes between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal Victorians across a number of the
close the gap measures. We have also committed to releasing an annual Aboriginal affairs report that outlines our
progress.
Gippsland is rich with examples of Aboriginal cultural heritage, such as the remains of the twenty thousand year
occupation of the limestone caves at Buchan by Gunaikurnai people. It is important that this cultural heritage is
managed and protected for future generations. It is well known that fostering strong cultural connections also
improves social outcomes.
Earlier this year I met with Gunaikurnai Land and Waters Aboriginal Corporation (GLWAC), the Registered
Aboriginal Party across a large section of Eastern Victoria. GLWAC, along with other Registered Aboriginal
Parties across the state, carries out important work protecting and managing Aboriginal cultural heritage on behalf
of all Victorians. It is critical that Traditional Owners are appropriately empowered and resourced to carry out this
important work.
In this year’s State Budget we provided $20.9 million dollars for the Victorian Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
Strategy, to strengthen the management and protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage. This includes providing
sustainable funding for Registered Aboriginal Parties, including GLWAC.
A range of other initiatives funded in the 2015-16 State Budget will also provide opportunities for the Gunaikurnai
people.
These includes:
– The $1.3 million Reducing Aboriginal Family Violence initiative, as part of the, broader whole of government
family violence package.
– The $3.5 million Aboriginal Leadership and Self-Determination initiative, which is supporting Aboriginal
inclusion and reconciliation as well as opportunities for leadership training.
– $4.5 million allocated to implement the Victorian Aboriginal Economic Strategy that will build meaningful job
and economic development opportunities across the state.
I would also encourage Gunaikurnai people not already involved in their Local indigenous Network to make
contact with their local Aboriginal Community Development Broker. Contact details are available on the
Department of Premier and Cabinet’s website.
I look forward to my next visit to the Gippsland region.
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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, 20 October 2015
Tourism and major events
31.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): 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:
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

Tourism and major events
440.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): 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:
Recruitment of staff began upon entering government in 2014.
All recruitment for staff in the Minister’s private office complied with the guidelines set out in the Public
Administration Act 2004.
As the Member would be aware, Departmental Liaison Officer (DLO) are employed by Departments to assist
Ministers and their offices with departmental liaison and administrative functions.
Their position title is Departmental Liaison Officer.

Public transport
712.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): in
relation to the Metro Rail Authority:
(1)

How many staff were employed at:
(a) 1 January 2015;
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(b) 1 February 2015;
(c) 1 March 2015;
(d) 1 April 2015;
(e) 1 May 2015; and
(f) 1 June 2015.
What is the breakdown of staff classification for all staff employed as of 23 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The number of staff working for the Administration Office known as the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority will be
publically outlined in the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources 2014-15 Annual
Report.

Public transport
713.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): in
relation to the Level Crossing Removal Authority:
(1)

(2)

How many staff were employed at —
(a) 1 January 2015;
(b) 1 February 2015;
(c) 1 March 2015;
(d) 1 April 2015;
(e) 1 May 2015; and
(f) 1 June 2015.
What is the breakdown of staff classification for all staff employed as of 23 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The number of staff working for the Administration Office known as the Level Crossing Removal Authority
(LXRA) will be publically outlined in the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources
2014-15 Annual Report.

Tourism and major events
715.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): in relation to the Victorian Visitor Economy Review:
(1)
(2)

What is the contract cost with KPMG to review current government bodies responsible for
tourism and major events.
What is the list of current government bodies that KPMG are reviewing.

ANSWER:
(1)

On 10th March the Premier of Victoria announced a review into the Victorian Visitor Economy to identify
the best ways for Victoria to stay competitive and enjoy strong growth access to the sector. This was the first
review of its kind in nearly two decades.
Funding for the review was sourced from within the budget of the Department of Economic Development,
Jobs, Transport and Resources.
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On 17th June the Premier announced the Victorian Government would bring our tourism and major events
sector under one roof, to safeguard the state’s strengths as the events and sporting capital of the world.
Tourism generates 206 000 jobs and delivers more than $20 billion to the economy annually. The newly
established Visit Victoria will safeguard our State’s tourism and major events sector, whilst working to attract
more cultural, sporting and business events across metropolitan and regional Victoria.
(2)

KPMG undertook the Victorian Visitor Economy Review. The Review was wide ranging and considered
primarily Tourism Victoria, and the Victorian Major Events Company. The Review also assessed how they
work with the Melbourne Convention Bureau and Regional Tourism Boards.

Public transport
736.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
what is the current remuneration paid to the Chair of VicTrack.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The current remuneration paid to the Chair of VicTrack will be publically outlined in VicTrack’s 2014-15 Annual
Report.

Roads and road safety
821.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
(1)
(2)

Which roads in Melbourne’s inner western suburbs have been approved for High Productivity
Vehicle last mile access to the Port of Melbourne.
In each case, when is this approval effective from.

ANSWER:
I am advised that, at the date the question was raised:
The below table provides a list of inner west roads that have been approved for High Productivity Freight Vehicles
access, including the approval date.
Road
Footscray Rd
Wurundjeri Way
Montague St
Westgate Freeway
Grieve Parade
Dohertys Rd
Kororoit Creek Rd
Princes Highway
Princes Freeway
Leakes Rd
Fitzgerald Rd
Mount Derrimut Rd
Palmers Rd
Boundary Rd

Suburb
West Melb
Melb
Sth Melb
Port Melb-Altona Nth
Altona-Altona Nth
Laverton Nth
Altona
West Footscray-Altona Nth
Altona Nth-Altona
Laverton Nth
Laverton Nth
Derrimut
Truganina
Laverton Nth

Road Manager
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
Wyndham
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads

Date of Approval
08/08/2013
08/08/2013
08/08/2003
08/08/2013
08/08/2013
04/08/2015
07/02/2014
08/08/2013
07/02/2014
21/01/2014
21/01/2014
03/08/2015
07/2015
08/08/2013
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Little Boundary Rd
Fairbairn Rd
Somerville Rd West of Princes
Highway West
McDonald Rd
Market Rd
Sunshine Rd
Geelong St
Millers Rd
Francis St between Millers Rd and
Stooke St
Moreland St
Whitehall St between Moreland
St and Somerville Rd
Blackshaws Rd
Westgate Freeway
Western Ring Rd
Lorimer St
Todd Rd
Williamstown Rd
Francis St-Geelong Rd Link Rd

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

Suburb
Laverton Nth
Sunshine West
Sunshine West-Footscray

Road Manager
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads

Date of Approval
08/08/2013
28/10/2013
08/08/2013

Brooklyn
Brooklyn
Tottenham-West Footscray
West Footscray
Brooklyn
Yarraville

VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads

08/08/2013
28/10/2013
28/10/2013
28/10/2013
03/2015
28/10/2013

Footscray
Footscray

VicRoads
VicRoads

28/10/2013
28/10/2013

Altona Nth
Pt Melb-Altona Nth
Laverton Nth
Port Melbourne
Port Melbourne
Port Melbourne
Yarraville

VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads
VicRoads

08/08/2013
08/08/2013
28/10/2014
21/06/2014
21/06/2014
21/06/2014
28/10/2013

Public transport
1102.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Public Transport: In relation to the $56 million high capacity
signalling trial to be conducted on the Sandringham Line (the Project):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

What is the status of the Project.
What technology or technologies will be trialled.
What are the technical specifications of the signalling system that will be trialled.
What is the ultimate intended capacity (in trains per hour) that will be delivered by the Project.
What is the percentage improvement that the intended capacity increase will represent against
each line on Melbourne’s metropolitan rail network.
What is the process and status of selection of technology providers for the Project.
What are the proposed timeframes of the Project.
What are the intended outcomes of the Project.

ANSWER:
The procurement process for the High Capacity Signalling trial is underway and consequently no further
information can be provided at this stage in order to protect the State of Victoria’s interests and the project’s probity
framework.

Employment
1105.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at JBS in May 2015:
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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 JBS, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of the
losses, make personal contact with JBS 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 JBS 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 JBS.

ANSWER:
JBS Australia informed its workforce on Friday 1 May that reduced production would lead to 200 staff being
temporarily stood down at the Brooklyn facility from 11 May 2015.
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department)
became aware of these workforce changes at this time and were informed that the reduction in JBS Australia’s
workforce was due to seasonal factors such as lower supply of livestock, as well as price increases, with
corresponding declines in demand in domestic and export markets.
JBS Australia has also assured the Department that affected workers would be brought back as soon as supply and
demand improves.
The Department continue to be in regular contact with JBS Australia to ensure that, in the event that any
redundancies do eventuate, the company is aware of assistance available to affected workers.
I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on this matter.

Employment
1106.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at Australian Munitions in May 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

(7)

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 Australian Munitions, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or
information of the losses, make personal contact with Australian Munitions 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 Australian Munitions 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.
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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 Australian Munitions.

ANSWER:
On 1 July 2015 the Commonwealth Department of Defence began a five year Strategic Munitions· Interim
Contract with Australian Munitions for the continued supply of munitions to the Australian Defence Force.
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department) became aware that
the new contract was likely to see Australian Munitions, a subsidiary of Thales, make changes to its operations at
Benalla, Victoria and Mulwala, New South Wales, to significantly improve the productivity and competitiveness of
its manufacturing operations.
I am informed that on 5 May 2015, Australian Munitions advised the Department that the company would reduce
its permanent staff by up to 40 positions at its Benalla and Mulwala facilities combined, via a process of
redeployment, retirement, and voluntary and involuntary redundancies.
Furthermore, the Department has supported affected employees through the Victorian Government’s Business in
Transition Support Program, with information sessions offered to affected staff at Australian Munitions on 17 June
2015.
I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on this matter.

Employment
1107.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of Victorian freight driver jobs at Pacific National in June 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 Pacific National, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information
of the losses, make personal contact with Pacific National 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 Pacific National 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 Pacific National.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department)
became aware of this issue in June when Pacific National announced redundancies of freight train drivers in
Dimboola, Maryborough, Ouyen and Geelong as a result of significantly lower forecasted volumes of export grain
and a reduction in Illawarra coal transport demand.
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Subsequent advice from Pacific National is that some drivers accepted redundancy packages, some have been
re-employed on a casual or part-time basis and some have relocated to other Pacific National depots where there is
more work for train drivers.
The Department will make the Business in Transition Support Program available to assist affected employees as
required.
I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on this matter.

Employment
1108.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at Austube Mills in June 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 Austube Mills, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of
the losses, make personal contact with Austube Mills 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 Austube Mills 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 Austube Mills.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department)
contacted Austube Mills on 9 April 2015 regarding the announcement on 8 April 2015 that 105 jobs would be lost
from the company’s Austube Mills site in Somerton.
The Department continue to be in regular contact with Austube Mills to ensure that employees who face
redundancy or retrenchment are aware of the assistance available to them through the Victorian Government’s
Business in Transition Support Program.
I am regularly informed of developments in relations to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on this matter.

Employment
1109.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at Woolworths Broadmeadows Distribution Centre in
June 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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.
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(6)

(7)
(8)
(9)
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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 Woolworths, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of
the losses, make personal contact with Woolworths 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 Woolworths 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 Woolworths.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department) was
contacted by Woolworths Ltd on 9 June 2015 regarding the announcement that it plans to build a $350 million
state-of-the-art grocery distribution centre in south-east Melbourne, delivering more than 190 new jobs to the area
when the facility opens in 2018.
The Department was advised that the facility will eventually replace Woolworths’ existing Distribution Centre in
Hume, Victoria. The company advised that the Hume staff will be assisted over the next three years to work
through options that are available and best suited to them.
The Department continues to be in regular contact with Woolworths Ltd to ensure that employees who face
redundancy or retrenchment are aware of the assistance available to them through the Victorian Government’s
Business in Transition Support Program.
The Department is working with Woolworths Ltd to facilitate continued investment by the company into Victoria.
I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on this matter.

Employment
1110.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at Qantas call centre in June 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

(7)

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 Qantas, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of the
losses, make personal contact with Qantas 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 Qantas 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.
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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 Qantas.

ANSWER:
On 28 May 2014, Qantas announced that it will close its Camberwell call centre by mid-2015, with the loss of
approximately 250 full-time equivalent jobs, as part of a rationalisation of its Australian call centre operations from
three centres to one.
On 16 June 2015, Qantas confirmed the closure of its Camberwell call centre.
These job losses formed part of the Qantas transformation program announced in February 2014 involving 5000
job losses across Qantas.
I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on this matter.

Employment
1111.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at Nissan Dandenong South in July 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 Nissan, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of the
losses, make personal contact with Nissan 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 Nissan 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 Nissan.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department)
were informed by Nissan on 7 July 2015 that there will be 42 jobs lost with the closure of Nissan’s warehouse in
Dandenong South.
The Department has been in contact with Nissan to discuss support for the affected workers with information on
the Victorian Government’s Business in Transition Support Program provided to Nissan on 10 July 2015.
Furthermore, I am informed that the Departments of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, and
Education and Training have provided Nissan with information on the Victorian Training Guarantee (which offers
subsidised training), Victorian Skills Gateway (on-line assistance for vocational education and training) and the
Workforce Development Centre based in Dandenong where face-to-face meetings have taken place with the
42 affected workers.
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I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on this matter.

Employment
1112.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at BHP Billiton in July 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 BHP Billiton, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of
the losses, make personal contact with BHP Billiton 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 BHP Billiton 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 BHP Billiton.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department)
made contact with BHP Billiton on 29 July 2015 regarding the announcement on 28 July 2015 that the company
was reducing the size of its Melbourne head office.
The company confirmed it will potentially reduce its head office staff from 400 to 300 over coming years as part of
corporate cost cutting and downsizing across its organisation due to the current slump in commodity prices.
The Department is in regular contact with BHP Billiton with regard to this matter and the impacts to other head
office functions.
I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters.
I have not made any public comments on the matter.

Employment
1113.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at Andersons Fruit and Vegetables in August 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

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 Andersons Fruit and Vegetables, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice
or information of the losses, make personal contact with Andersons Fruit and Vegetables and, if
so, on what date did the Minister make that contact.
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Subsequent to receiving advice or information of the job losses, did the Minister instruct the
Department to make contact with Andersons Fruit and Vegetables 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 Andersons Fruit and
Vegetables.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department) was
made aware of these job losses by Andersons Fruit and Vegetables on 29 July 2015. As reported in the “Kyabram
Free Press” on 29 July 2015, seven jobs have been lost as a result of this business closure.
I am advised that the Department attempted to liaise with the business in relation to these job losses and offer the
services of the Business in Transition Support Program to assist affected employees.
I am regularly informed of developments in relation to these matters. I have not made any public comments on this
matter.

Small business, innovation and trade
1117.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: With specific
regards to the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources:
(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 Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources 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:
(1)

There was no additional cost incurred by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1119.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: With specific
regards to the Victorian Small Business Commissioner:
(1)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
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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 Small Business Commissioner 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:
(1)

There was no additional cost incurred by the Victorian Small Business Commissioner.

(2)

Refer to answer (1):

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1223.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Food and Hotel Indonesia expo in April 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the Victorian Government financial contribution.
What were the names of the 37 Victorian organisations that participated.
Were any Victorian Government MPs in attendance.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Victorian Government provided grants to eligible companies of up to $2000 per organisation.

(2)

When participating in trade missions, applicants are informed that their personal information will be treated in
accordance with the Information Privacy Act 2000, which has now been replaced with the Privacy and Data
Protection Act 2014. These laws place certain obligations on the department to use and disclose personal
information appropriately. It would not be appropriate, nor would individual participants reasonably expect
their personal details to be disclosed in Parliament without their consent.

(3)

No Victorian MPs attended Food and Hotel Indonesia 2015.

Planning
1236.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Planning): In relation to the increased Metropolitan Planning Levy and in reference to the rising costs to
municipal councils in providing statutory planning services, and considering the proposed introduction
of the Government’s rate-capping framework, will the Minister —
(1)
(2)

Consider increasing Planning Permit Application fees that are collected by municipal councils.
Consider allocating at least 50 per cent of the Metropolitan Planning Levy to municipal councils
to enable them to undertake planning in their local areas.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
With regard to planning application fees, I am committed to ensuring that new planning and subdivision fees
regulations are made that better reflect the cost of providing planning and subdivision services at the local level. On
this basis, I have directed the department to formally review planning and subdivision fees, including planning
application fees, through a regulatory impact statement process.
As part of this process a consultant has been engaged to advise on the costs that councils have to meet in fulfilling
their planning and subdivision functions in order to ensure that fees are based on up-to-date costs. The review will
include public consultation that is anticipated to take place mid 2016.
The metropolitan planning levy will go into consolidated revenue to be used by the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning, and the Metropolitan Planning Authority to implement Plan Melbourne initiatives and
fund ongoing strategic planning for the metropolitan area. This work will ensure quality growth and development
of the Melbourne metropolitan area. The levy will not be allocated to local councils.

Roads and road safety
1280.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the P-turn at the intersection of Cranbourne Road and Moorooduc Highway,
Frankston —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What was the throughput of vehicles at this intersection when the P-turn was first introduced in
2009.
What is the present throughput of vehicles at this intersection.
Is the Andrews Government committed to the long-term retention of the P-turn at this intersection.
Has the Government considered any alternative options for the removal of the P-turn at this
intersection.
Is the Government considering any further rollout of P-turns at intersections across Victoria to
manage traffic congestion issues.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The average weekday throughput of vehicles when the P-turn was introduced in May 2009 was 5845 vehicles
during the AM peak hour and 6093 vehicles during the PM hour.

(2)

The average weekday throughput of vehicles in May 2015 was 5211 vehicles during the AM peak hour and
5685 vehicles during the PM peak hour.

(3)

The Government is committed to retaining the P-turn treatment while it is effective at easing congestion at
this busy intersection.

(4)

VicRoads has investigated a number of alternative options for managing traffic at the intersection. However,
the P-turn arrangement has been found to be the most effective and efficient treatment for managing traffic
flow at the intersection.

(5)

The Government will always consider suitable treatment options to reduce congestion Victoria.

Small business, innovation and trade
1365.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to
the March 2015 announcement by the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade that Labor is
developing a new ICT Industry Strategy —
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When will the new ICT Industry Strategy be completed and released.
What funding and departmental resources have been allocated by the Government for the
development of the new ICT Industry Strategy.
Will the government engage private sector consultants for advice in developing its new ICT
Industry Strategy.
Will the new ICT Industry Strategy be funded from the Future Industries Fund.

ANSWER:
(1)

The ICT Industry strategy will be released in the future.

(2)

We’re allocating internal resources for the Industry strategy’s development.

(3)

It’s not our intention to engage external consultants.

(4)

Refer to answer two.

Agriculture
1366.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Agriculture: In relation to the 284 logging coupes that the
Minister stated have been removed from the latest amendment to VicForests’ Timber Release Plan, how
many of those coupes:
(1)
(2)

include areas in coupes that have already been logged and are currently subject to regeneration;
and
have been removed from the Timber Release Plan without previously being logged.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Of the 284 coupes· removed from the latest Timber Release Plan, 60 coupes were unharvested and 224 coupes
were successfully regenerated.

Treasurer
1632.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
chartered flights taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties, Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Treasurer
1633.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties, Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
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Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Treasurer
1634.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties, Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Treasurer
1635.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
international commercial flights leaving from or outside of Australia taken by the Minister between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Treasurer
1636.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
chartered flights taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties, Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Treasurer
1637.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties, Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
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Treasurer
1638.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties, Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Treasurer
1639.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): What is the total value of
international commercial flights leaving from or outside of Australia taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Women
1656.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of chartered flights taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September
2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Women
1657.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by the Minister between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
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Women
1658.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by the Minister between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Women
1659.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of Australia taken by the
Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Women
1660.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of chartered flights taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Women
1661.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Women
1662.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Women
1663.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Women): What
is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of Australia taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Prevention of family violence
1664.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by the Minister between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.
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Prevention of family violence
1665.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by the
Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Prevention of family violence
1666.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by
the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Prevention of family violence
1667.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside
of Australia taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Prevention of family violence
1668.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Prevention of family violence
1669.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Prevention of family violence
1670.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Prevention of family violence
1671.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside
of Australia taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.
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Families and children
2047.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child immunisation:
What was the immunisation rate for children as at December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Immunisation rates are a matter for the Minister for Health.

Families and children
2048.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to child immunisation:
What was the immunisation rate for children as at 30 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Immunisation rates are a matter for the Minister for Health.

Premier
2431.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Premier): In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Premier’s administration, for the period 1 January 2015 to
3 October 2015: How many public servants were appointed in the above period that are being paid more
than the base salary rate for Victorian Members of Parliament, indicating their —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

classifications;
salary package;
position; and
responsibilities

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Special Minister of State
2442.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to each department, agency
and authority within the Minister’s administration, for the period 1 January 2015 to 3 October 2015:
How many public servants were appointed in the above period that are being paid more than the base
salary rate for Victorian Members of Parliament, indicating their —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

classifications;
salary package;
position; and
responsibilities.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications are provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.
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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, 22 October 2015
Employment
1104.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister
for Employment): In relation to the loss of jobs at Fairfax in April 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 Fairfax, did the Minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of the
losses, make personal contact with Fairfax 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 Fairfax 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 Fairfax.

ANSWER:
On 14 August 2014, Fairfax Media announced that it was undertaking a 12-18 month transformation of its national
regional media network.
I am advised that the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (the Department)
contacted Fairfax Media on 13 March 2015 regarding the announcement on 11 March 2015 that, as part of this
transformation process, approximately 80 jobs would be lost from the company’s regional operations.
The Department continues to be in regular contact with Fairfax Media to ensure that employees who face
redundancy or retrenchment as part of these proposed changes are aware of the assistance available to them through
the Victorian Government’s Business in Transition Support Program, and will work with Fairfax Media’s
outplacement services company, Redden Partners, to provide assistance to affected employees.
I am regularly informed of developments in relations to these matters.
On 12 March 2015 I made public comments regarding Fairfax Media’s proposed changes.

Small business, innovation and trade
1118.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: With specific
regards to Federation Square Pty Ltd:
(1)

What was the cost incurred due to the 5 April 2015 Easter Sunday Public Holiday.
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(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

Thursday, 22 October 2015

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 Federation Square Pty Ltd 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:
(1)

Federation Square does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Finance
1282.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): What
was the total cost in common law legal fees paid to Maurice Blackburn Lawyers by the Victorian
WorkCover Authority in the 2014-15 financial year.

ANSWER:
WorkSafe has advised that $82 484 090 in Common Law legal professional fees, disbursements and Counsel fees
were paid in 2014–15, of which Maurice Blackburn were paid a proportion.

Finance
1283.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): What
was the total cost in common law legal fees paid to Maurice Blackburn Lawyers by the Transport
Accident Commission in the 2014-15 financial year.

ANSWER:
The Transport Accident Commission has advised that $32 493 310 Common Law legal professional fees,
disbursements and Counsel fees were paid in 2014–15, of which Maurice Blackburn were paid a proportion.

Families and children
1299.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many protection orders meet
the following criteria —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the orders were in place on 1 September 2015; and
the orders include conditions that have been consented to by a child’s parent (via group
conferencing or any other method); and
the orders would lose those conditions if the new provisions under the Children Youth and
Families Act 2005 (as amended by the Children Youth and Families Amendment (Permanent
Care and Other Matters) Act 2014) were to come into effect on 1 September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Data about the number of protection orders made by the Children’s Court is available in the Children’s Court
Annual Report.

(b)

A manual audit of each case file would be needed to determine the details of conditions attached to orders and
whether or not conditions were attached to an order by agreement.

(c)

Under the Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Permanent Care and Other Matters) Act 2014 any
conditions attached to Custody to Secretary orders would no longer be in effect as result of the orders
transitioning to care by Secretary orders. However, unless there had been a change in circumstances, the
conditions would have become part of the case plan.

Families and children
1308.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What placement prevention
programs are operating in each local government area (LGA) and how much funding is available for
each LGA.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health & Human Services provides $20.6 million across the state for placement prevention,
across the three activities of placement prevention services, stronger families and finding solutions. These activities
operate across a number of local government areas however the Department does not report on the funding levels
for each.

Families and children
1317.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the percentage of children
in residential care who currently have a plan for transition to home-based care within six months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 Labor Government is committed to
supporting home-based care options.
From the age of 15 years, a care and transition plan is developed for young people in out of home care. This plan is
based on the seven domains in the Looking After Children framework, and it is designed to identify the strategies
and actions required to build the young person’s independent living skills.
In March 2015, the Andrews Labor Government also announced $43 million for Targeted Care Packages 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
1321.

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 foster care placement to
a—
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(b)
(c)
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6 year old child;
10-year-old child;
14-year-old child.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2014-15, the Department of Health and Human Services provided funding of $45 million to 26 community
service organisations to deliver foster care services to vulnerable children and young people.
The annual cost of providing a foster care placement will depend on the complexity of the child or young person’s
needs.
On average in 2014-15, the annual financial cost to the Department for providing a foster care placement:
– for a six year old child was between approximately $23 000 to $68 000
– for a 10-year-old child was between approximately $24 000 to $68 000
– for a 14-year-old young person was between approximately $28 000 to $69 000.
The annual financial cost is inclusive of carer allowances also provided to the foster carer.

Families and children
1326.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What was the amount of funding
provided to Kinship Carers Victoria in 2014-15.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2014-15, the Department of Health and Human Services provided $150 575 (excl. GST) to Kinship Carers
Victoria.
The 2015-16 State Budget also provided $31.4 million to improve financial support to carers, including kinship
carers, for the first time in a decade.

Families and children
1351.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the percentage of currently
approved foster carers who have completed mental health first aid training.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All potential foster carers in Victoria are required to undergo mandatory training and accreditation prior to
becoming a foster carer. Shared Stories Shared Lives is the mandatory pre-service training for all prospective
carers. The training is supported by a comprehensive assessment tool, Step by Step Victoria that is completed by
trained foster care staff.
Each year the Foster Care Association of Victoria receives funding from the Department of Health and Human
Services to deliver voluntary training to foster carers across the state. Individual foster care organisations may also
offer additional non-mandatory training to their carers.
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Employment
1416.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by the Minister between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Employment
1417.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by the
Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Employment
1418.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by the
Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Employment
1419.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of
Australia taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.
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ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Employment
1420.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Employment
1421.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Employment
1422.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
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I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Employment
1423.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade (for the Minister for
Employment): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of
Australia taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Health
1536.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of chartered flights taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September
2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Minister and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Health
1537.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by the Minister between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Health
1538.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by the Minister between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Minister and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines. Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time
afforded under the standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Health
1539.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of Australia taken by the
Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I am informed the details of international travel of Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Health
1540.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of chartered flights taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Minister and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Health
1541.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Minister and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines. Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time
afforded under the standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Health
1542.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Minister and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines. Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time
afforded under the standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Health
1543.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): What
is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of Australia taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I am informed the details of international travel of Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Ambulance services
1544.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014
and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is a duplicate of LC1536. I refer to the answer provided.

Ambulance services
1545.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by the Minister
between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is a duplicate of LC 1537. I refer to the answer provided.

Ambulance services
1546.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by the Minister
between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is a duplicate of LC 1538. I refer to the answer provided.
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Ambulance services
1547.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of
Australia taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is a duplicate of LC1539. I refer to the answer provided.

Ambulance services
1548.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is a duplicate of LC1540. I refer to the answer provided.

Ambulance services
1549.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by Ministerial
staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Minister and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Ambulance services
1550.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by Ministerial
staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is a duplicate of LC 1542. I refer to the answer provided.

Ambulance services
1551.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside of
Australia taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is a duplicate of LC 1543. I refer to the answer provided.

Environment, climate change and water
1592.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by the Minister between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel Within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Environment, climate change and water
1593.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by the
Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Environment, climate change and water
1594.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by
the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
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I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Environment, climate change and water
1595.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside
of Australia taken by the Minister between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Environment, climate change and water
1596.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of chartered flights taken by Ministerial staff between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Environment, climate change and water
1597.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Victoria taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.
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Environment, climate change and water
1598.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of domestic commercial flights within Australia taken by
Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Environment, climate change and water
1599.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water): What is the total value of international commercial flights leaving from or outside
of Australia taken by Ministerial staff between 4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of their duties Ministers and relevant staff travel within Victoria using chartered flights and interstate using
domestic airlines.
Compiling this information is voluminous and will take more than the 30 day response time afforded under the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Council.
I am informed that details of international travel for Ministers and staff either have been or will be uploaded to the
relevant departmental website.

Families and children
1707.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to secure welfare service–
activity number 31208: What was the daily average number of placements of clients aged between 10
and 17 in each of the two facilities at Maribyrnong and Ascot Vale during the March 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to secure welfare service, the daily average number of placements of clients aged between 10 and 17 in
each of the two facilities during the March 2015 quarter was 6.3 placements at Maribyrnong and 4.5 placements at
Ascot Vale.

Families and children
1708.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to secure welfare service–
activity number 31208: What was the daily average number of placements of clients aged between 10
and 17 in each of the two facilities at Maribyrnong and Ascot Vale during the June 2015 quarter.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to secure welfare service the daily average number of placements of clients aged between 10 and 17 in
each of the two facilities during the June 2015 quarter was 4.9 placements at Maribyrnong and 5.8 placements at
Ascot Vale.

Families and children
1709.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to secure welfare service–
activity number 31208: What was the total number of admissions of clients aged between 10 and 17 in
each of the two facilities at Maribyrnong and Ascot Vale during the March 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to secure welfare service, the total number of admissions of clients aged between 10 and 17 in each of
the two facilities during the March 2015 quarter was 64 at Maribyrnong and 34 at Ascot Vale.

Families and children
1710.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to secure welfare service–
activity number 31208: What was the total number of admissions of clients aged between 10 and 17 in
each of the two facilities at Maribyrnong and Ascot Vale during the June 2015 quarter.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to secure welfare services, the total number of admissions of clients aged between 10 and 17 in each of
the two facilities during the June 2015 quarter were 61 at Maribyrnong and 31 at Ascot Vale.

Small business, innovation and trade
1773.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program and the Glenelg Shire, between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).
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Small business, innovation and trade
1774.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program and the Corangamite Shire, between 4 December 2014
and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1775.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program and the Moyne Shire, between 4 December 2014 and
15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1776.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program and the City of Warrnambool, between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015:
(1)

How many grant applications from businesses within the City have been received for the program.
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(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
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What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1777.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program and the Colac Otway Shire, between 4 December 2014
and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1778.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program and the Surf Coast Shire, between 4 December 2014
and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.
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ANSWER:
(1)

The Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1779.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program and the Golden Plains Shire, between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure Program does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1801.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program and the Glenelg Shire, between 4 December 2014
and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).
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(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).
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Small business, innovation and trade
1802.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program and the Corangamite Shire, between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1803.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program and the Moyne Shire, between 4 December 2014
and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).
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Small business, innovation and trade
1804.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program and the City of Warrnambool, between
4 December 2014 and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the City have been received for the program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1805.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program and the Colac Otway Shire, between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1806.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program and the Surf Coast Shire, between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015:
(1)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
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(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
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What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Small business, innovation and trade
1807.

MR ONDARCHIE — To ask the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade: In relation to the
Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program and the Golden Plains Shire, between 4 December
2014 and 15 September 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many grant applications from businesses within the Shire have been received for the
program.
What is the value of grants that have been awarded to the applicants.
How many grant applications were accepted.
How many grant applications were rejected.
What is the total funding pool for the grant program.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Next Generation Manufacturing Investment Program does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

(2)

Refer to answer (1).

(3)

Refer to answer (1).

(4)

Refer to answer (1).

(5)

Refer to answer (1).

Families and children
2017.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to Ministerial Advisory
Committees and Councils: On what dates has the Ministerial Advisory Committee for Children in
out-of-home care met since April 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Ministerial Advisory Committee for Children in Out-of-Home Care met on 29 July 2015.
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Families and children
2024.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Francis-Coslovich
case: How many contacts, either by phone, email or in person were made between Mallee Family
Services and the Francis-Coslovich family.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As I have indicated to the Member on previous occasions, I am mindful of the caution that I should exercise under
the sub judice convention, about speaking on current or pending court cases in Parliament, if it could prejudice
cases.
I am just as mindful of the important public policy underpinning confidentiality provisions in legislation such as the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 and the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 that applies to prevent public
disclosure of personal information about individual families and children.
Further, every Victorian is entitled to privacy. This is particularly the case for children impacted by the tragedy of
the death of a sibling. The Andrews Labor Government respects the right of all children to grow up free of stigma
and without community members knowing intimate details about the complexities of their family life.
Having regard to these matters, as the Minister for Families & Children, I consider it inappropriate to make
comment on this child and her family.

Families and children
2025.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Francis-Coslovich
case: Which programs were recommended to the Francis-Coslovich family.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As I have indicated to the Member on previous occasions, I am mindful of the caution that I should exercise under
the sub judice convention, about speaking on current or pending court cases in Parliament, if it could prejudice
cases.
I am just as mindful of the important public policy underpinning confidentiality provisions in legislation such as the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 and the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 that applies to prevent public
disclosure of personal information about individual families and children.
Further, every Victorian is entitled to privacy. This is particularly the case for children impacted by the tragedy of
the death of a sibling. The Andrews Labor Government respects the right of all children to grow up free of stigma
and without community members knowing intimate details about the complexities of their family life.
Having regard to these matters, as the Minister for Families & Children, I consider it inappropriate to make
comment on this child and her family.

Families and children
2026.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Francis-Coslovich
case: When was the last review of Nikki Francis-Coslovich’s case undertaken.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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As I have indicated to the Member on previous occasions, I am mindful of the caution that I should exercise under
the sub judice convention, about speaking on current or pending court cases in Parliament, if it could prejudice
cases.
I am just as mindful of the important public policy underpinning confidentiality provisions in legislation such as the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 and the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 that applies to prevent public
disclosure of personal information about individual families and children.
Further, every Victorian is entitled to privacy. This is particularly the case for children impacted by the tragedy of
the death of a sibling. The Andrews Labor Government respects the right of all children to grow up free of stigma
and without community members knowing intimate details about the complexities of their family life.
Having regard to these matters, as the Minister for Families & Children, I consider it inappropriate to make
comment on this child and her family.

Families and children
2027.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Mallee area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2028.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Loddon area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2029.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Hume Moreland area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2030.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the North Eastern Melbourne area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.
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Families and children
2031.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Ovens Murray area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2032.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Goulburn area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2033.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Outer Eastern Melbourne area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2034.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Inner Eastern Melbourne area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2035.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Outer Gippsland area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2036.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Inner Gippsland area.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2037.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Southern Melbourne area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2038.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Bayside Peninsula area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2039.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Western District area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2040.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Barwon area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2041.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Central Highlands area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2042.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Western Melbourne area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2043.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to women’s refuges: How
many women’s refuges are there in the Brimbank Melton area.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2044.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: What is the total number of places
available for women within women’s refuges in Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2045.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many places have been
allocated or are filled within women’s refuges in Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.

Families and children
2046.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many people are on the waiting
list for a place within a women’s refuge within Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Women’s refuges fall within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing, Disability & Ageing.
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Families and children
2051.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Department of
Health and Human Services: What was the total number of personnel employed by the Department of
Health and Human Services in Family Violence Services as at 31 December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Family violence programs are delivered by Community Service Organisations.

Families and children
2052.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Department of
Health and Human Services: What was the total number of personnel employed by the Department of
Health and Human Services in Family Violence Services as at 30 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Family violence programs are delivered by Community Service Organisations.

Families and children
2059.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
educators: What was the total number of early childhood educators employed, recorded by the
Department of Education and Training as at December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Workforce data for early childhood educators is only recorded by the Department in relation to funded kindergarten
programs. In 2014, 7658 early childhood educators were employed in funded kindergarten services in Victoria.

Families and children
2060.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
educators: What was the total number of early childhood educators employed, recorded by the
Department of Education and Training as at March 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Workforce data for early childhood educators is only recorded by the Department in relation to funded kindergarten
programs. No confirmed data is yet available for 2015.

Families and children
2061.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to early childhood
educators: What was the total number of early childhood educators employed, recorded by the
Department of Education and Training as at June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Workforce data for early childhood educators is only recorded by the Department in relation to funded kindergarten
programs. No confirmed data is yet available for 2015.

Families and children
2096.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Francis-Coslovich
case: What contact, by phone, email, mail or in person has the Department of Health and Human
Services had with any of the Francis-Coslovich family members between July 2015 and 17 September
2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As I have indicated to the Member on previous occasions, I am mindful of the caution that I should exercise under
the sub judice convention, about speaking on current or pending court cases in Parliament, if it could prejudice
cases.
I am just as mindful of the important public policy underpinning confidentiality provisions in legislation such as the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 and the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 that applies to prevent public
disclosure of personal information about individual families and children.
Further, every Victorian is entitled to privacy. This is particularly the case for children impacted by the tragedy of
the death of a sibling. The Andrews Labor Government respects the right of all children to grow up free of stigma
and without community members knowing intimate details about the complexities of their family life.
Having regard to these matters, as the Minister for Families & Children, I consider it inappropriate to make
comment on this child and her family.
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Greek Democritus League, 3910
National Day of the Republic of China, 3910
Olympic Village Child and Family Centre, 3981
St Mary’s House of Welcome, 3981
Rulings, 3848
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Delivering Services to Citizens and Consumers
via Devices of Personal Choice — Phase 2, 3963

Questions without notice
Regional and rural employment, 4000, 4001
Regional and rural roads, 3921
Statements on reports and papers
Regional Development Victoria: report 2014–15, 3968

FINN, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Essendon Keilor College, 3973
Sunbury rail crossing, 4062
Bills
Local Government Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill 2015,
3870
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Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 3847, 4011
Members statements
March for the Babies, 3981
Questions without notice
Vocational education and training, 3938
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Treasury and Finance: budget papers 2015–16,
3965

iii

Bills
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015, 4041, 4042
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal
Officers) Bill 2015, 4043, 4044
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015, 4055, 4056
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill
2015, 4046, 4052
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015, 4040
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving Energy,
Growing Jobs) Bill 2015, 4053, 4054
Points of order, 4009

FITZHERBERT, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Albert Park Primary School, 4064
Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 4009
Members statements
Jewish National Fund, 3979
HARTLAND, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Bills
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015, 3890, 3995, 3996, 3997, 3999, 4000
Constituency questions

Questions without notice
Firearms, 3842
Government-subsidised training, 4003, 4004
National assessment program — literacy and numeracy, 3931
TAFE board membership, 3937, 3938
Vocational education and training, 3938
Water board appointment, 3936
Written responses to questions without notice
Firearms, 4069
Medicinal cannabis, 3901
Swinburne University of Technology former Lilydale campus,
3904
TAFE board membership, 4070
Vocational education and training, 4071
Wyndham police resources, 3901

Western Metropolitan Region, 3846, 4009
Members statements
Altona rail loop, 3852
Points of order, 3999
HERBERT, Mr (Northern Victoria) (Minister for Training and
Skills)
Adjournment
Albert Park Primary School, 4067
Bellarine Peninsula police resources, 4066
Diwali and Annakut exhibition, 4066
Diwali festival, 4067
Eastern Beach development, 4067
Fruit tree netting subsidy, 4067
Maryborough Education Centre, 4066
myki fares, 4066
Regional and rural roads, 4066
Rural and Regional Committee export inquiry, 4067
Rural City of Wangaratta, 4066
Social enterprise sector, 4066
Sunbury rail crossing, 4067
Workplace learning coordinators, 4067

JENNINGS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan) (Special Minister of
State)
Adjournment
123Read2Me, 3900
Abbotsford Convent, 3899
Better Together alliance, 3899
Caroline Springs railway station, 3899
Cobains and Ellinbank primary schools, 3899
Commercial fishing licences, 3899
Destination Rosebud, 3899
Firefighting aircraft, 3900
Level crossings, 3899
Local government funding, 3900
National disability insurance scheme, 3899
Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve, 3898
Waverley Park powerlines, 3899
Bills
National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill 2015, 4030
Business of the house
Standing and sessional orders, 3982
Points of order, 3845, 3937
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Questions on notice
Answers, 3843, 4008
Questions without notice
Electorate office staff, 4007, 4008
Game management, 4008
Melbourne Metro rail project, 3835, 3836, 3837, 3838, 3842, 3843
Regional and rural employment, 4000, 4001
South Gippsland Water board appointment, 4004, 4005
Taxi and hire car industry, 3930, 3931
Written responses to questions without notice
Bushfire preparedness, 3902
Environmental watering, 3905
Infrastructure Victoria board, 3902
Melbourne Metro rail project, 4068, 4069
Multicultural affairs grants, 3902
Stronger Country Bridges program, 3904
Water policy, 3904
LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Box Hill transport interchange, 3970
Firefighting aircraft, 3897
Bills
Local Government Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill 2015,
3860
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3846, 3941
Members statements
Box Hill Institute Lilydale campus, 3910
LOVELL, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Better Together alliance, 3894
Fruit tree netting subsidy, 4062
Goulburn Valley Health, 3972
Bills
National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill 2015, 4026
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015, 3988
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 3846, 3942, 4011

Points of order, 3987, 4004
Questions without notice
Government-subsidised training, 4003, 4004
Regional and rural roads, 3925
Statements on reports and papers
Goulburn Valley Health: report 2014–15, 3962
MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister for Families and
Children and Minister for Youth Affairs)
Bills
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015, 3992, 3995, 3996, 3997, 3998, 3999, 4000, 4011, 4012,
4013, 4015, 4016, 4017, 4018, 4019
Ministers statements
Early childhood funding, 3978
Family violence, 3850
Youth policy, 3907
Points of order, 3844, 3978
Questions without notice
Child protection, 3838, 3839, 3840, 3841
Disability services, 3929, 3930
Youth employment, 3934, 3935
Youth mental health first aid training, 4006, 4007
Written responses to questions without notice
Child protection, 3975
MORRIS, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Portland Bay School, 3970
Regional and rural roads, 4060
Tower Hill Wildlife Reserve, 3893
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 3845, 3941, 4010
Members statements
Warrnambool Base Hospital, 3854
Points of order, 3940
Questions without notice
Youth employment, 3934, 3935
Regional and rural roads, 3910, 3943
Rulings, 4033

Members statements
Shepparton Relay for Life, 3850
St Joseph’s Primary School, Numurkah, 3850
Walsh Street shootings anniversary, 3982
Wanganui Park Secondary College, 3850
West Gate Bridge, 3982

MULINO, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Destination Rosebud, 3896
Social enterprise sector, 4059
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Members statements
Box Hill Institute Lilydale campus, 3853
Impact investing, 3980

Points of order, 3843
Questions without notice
Melbourne Metro rail project, 3842, 3843

Regional and rural roads, 3916

Regional and rural roads, 3925

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)

PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)

Adjournment

Bills

Bellarine Peninsula police resources, 4059
Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 4010
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Reference, 3946
Members statements
Thompsons Road duplication, 3980
Petitions

v

Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015, 4032
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Reference, 3944
Members statements
Jumps racing, 3908
Points of order, 3848
Questions without notice
National assessment program — literacy and numeracy, 3931

Special religious instruction, 3847
Police numbers, 3953

PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment

ONDARCHIE, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Diwali and Annakut exhibition, 4058
Bills
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015, 4037
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 3941
Members statements
Diwali festival, 3908
Points of order, 3836, 3933
Questions without notice
Employment, 4002, 4003
Grand Final Friday, 3933, 4005
Melbourne Metro rail project, 3836

Diwali festival, 4063
Level crossings, 3896
Multicultural affairs, 3972
Bills
Local Government Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill 2015,
3863, 3873, 3874, 3875, 3876, 3878, 3879, 3880, 3881, 3882,
3883, 3884
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3847, 4011
Members statements
Multicultural community events, 3981
Points of order, 3856, 3859, 3873, 3933, 3934, 3935, 3937, 3938,
4004
Questions without notice
Water board appointment, 3936

Regional and rural roads, 3929, 3942
PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)
PATTEN, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)

Notices of motion, 3977

Adjournment

Questions without notice

Abbotsford Convent, 3896
myki fares, 4058
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 3941

Written responses, 3843, 4008
Rulings, 3836, 3839, 3844, 3845, 3929, 3932, 3933, 3934, 3936,
3937, 3938, 3940, 3978, 3987, 4003, 4004, 4009, 4065
United Nations Day, 3977

Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Reference, 3947
Members statements
Anti-Poverty Week, 3853

PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development)
Members statements
Beaufort Primary School site, 3979
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Written responses to questions without notice
Timber industry, 4068
PURCELL, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Regional and rural roads, 3969
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 3846
Members statements
Oddball, 3978
Questions without notice
Taxi and hire car industry, 3930, 3931

SHING, Ms (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Cobains and Ellinbank primary schools, 3895
Workplace learning coordinators, 4061
Bills
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015, 3983
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015, 4039
Members statements
Kurnai College, 3908
Kurnai College Morwell campus, 3852
Target One Million, 3852
Points of order, 3934, 3937, 3987

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)

SPRINGLE, Ms (South Eastern Metropolitan)

Adjournment

Members statements

City of Greater Geelong CCTV cameras, 3971
Commercial fishing licences, 3893
Eastern Beach development, 4061
Bills
Local Government Amendment (Improved Governance) Bill 2015,
3861
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015, 4018, 4019
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 3846, 3941, 4010
Members statements
Barwon Heads Primary School, 3853
Lorne Kindergarten, 3853
Police numbers, 3961
Regional and rural roads, 3918
Statements on reports and papers
Hesse Rural Health: report 2015, 3963

Refugees and asylum seekers, 3851
Questions without notice
Child protection, 3839, 3840, 3841
Youth mental health first aid training, 4006
SYMES, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Rural City of Wangaratta, 4060
St Andrews Primary School, 3970
Bills
National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases) Bill 2015, 4023
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015, 4038
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 3847
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Reference, 3943
Members statements

RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015, 4031
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3940
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Reference, 3948
Members statements
Nhill Airshow, 3979
Questions without notice
Information and communications technology, 4001, 4002

Don Chambers, 3854
Mary McLeod, 3854
Max Fricke, 3910
Police numbers, 3957
TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria) (The Deputy President)
Adjournment
Maryborough Education Centre, 4058
National disability insurance scheme, 3894
Bills
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015, 4035
Members statements
Emma House Domestic Violence Services, 3851
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Kenneth Cumming, 3851
Kindergarten funding, 3851
Rulings, 3873, 3999
Statements on reports and papers
Victoria Legal Aid: report 2014–15, 3965
WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Warrnambool Base Hospital, 3969
Bills
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill
2015, 3884, 3997, 3998, 4000, 4012, 4013, 4014, 4015, 4016,
4017
Business of the house
General business, 3849
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 3940
Petitions
Special religious instruction, 3977
Points of order, 3843, 3932, 3935
Questions without notice
Melbourne Metro rail project, 3835, 3837
Public holidays, 3932
YOUNG, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 3941
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Reference, 3950
Questions without notice
Game management, 4008
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